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82nd GENERAL ASSEMBLV ')

1ï
REGULAR SESSION

JUNE 27, 1981 .
. . j

t I
I

t . PRESIDING OFFICER : (SENATOR DOITNENALD)

2. The hour of ten having arrived and passed the Senate will come

). to order. Will the guesks in our galleries please rise.

4. Prayer by the Reverend Anthony G. Tzortzis, St. Anthony's .

5 Helenic Orthodox Church, Springfield.

6. REVEREND ANTHONY G. TZORTZIS:

7 (Prayer given by Reverend Anthony G. Tzortzis)

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD):. .

Reading of the Journal. SenaEor Nega.9
. '

SENATOR NEGA:l0
.

. ..June the 17th) Thursday, June the 18th: Friday, Junell
.

the 19th: Monday, June the 22nd; Tuesday, June the 23rd)
. l2.

Wednesday, June the 24th) Thursday, June the 25th) andl3
.

Friday, June the 26th in the year 1981 be posiponed pending ,l4. '
arrival of the printed Journals.

l5.

' j' PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)16
. r

î heard the motion. Those in favor. indicate by 0You ve 
)17

. lsaying Aye
. Those opposed. The Ayes have ik. Motion carries. . ;.

l8. . !p
Resolutions. !

l9. i'
SECRETARYI t'

' j2o.
i

Senate...senate Resolution 274, offered by Senator Dawson, 1'2l
. y

. 4 , lit s.k.senate...senate Resolution 274, offered by Senator
22. t

iDawson
, it's congratulatory. j

23. i
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD) l

24. @
Consent Calendar. Resclutions.

25. .
SECRETARY:

26.
Senate Joint Resolution 55, offered by Senator Collins and

27. '
all Democrats.

2%.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

29.
Executive.

30,
' PRESIDENT:

31* . 

j; Senator Totten, for what purpose do you a*ise?
. 32.. . . . - . - . . . . . . . . . I

' SENATOR TOTTSNZ 1' 
;33

. 1
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i
1. Mr. Presidentz I just wanted to point out to you I've

I2. been sitting here since ten minutes to ten.

3. PRESIDENT:

4. Yes, I've been sitting here since ten minutes to nine.

5 Thank you. ..oturn to page 5 on the Calendarr on the Order

6 of secretarvls Desk. concurrence. Senator Berning on Senate

7 Bill l6. Senator Egan on Senate Bill 2. We...we have only

just begun. senator Egan.8.
SENATOR EGAN:9.

Well, I wés here before Senator Totten was here. I justl0
.

want you to know that.ll
.

PRESIDENT:l2
.

We all were. Senator Walsh, for what purpose do youl3
.

arise?l4.
SENATOR WALSH:l5.

Well, I just like to observe that at about nine-thirtyl6
.

this morning...l drove by the YMCA and there were two people
l7.

out there in their underwear that looked much like Senators
18.

Buzbee and Egan and I don't know if...if it was them or not, ;
l9.

but... t20
. j

PRESIDENT: j
2l. t

!I think they were on their way home. Alright. On the t22
. rO

rder of Secretary's Desk, Concurrence, Senate Bill 1. Senator i
23. E

' gE
gan. .24

.

SENATOR EGAN:
25.

Thank you, Mr. President and all you dovial members of
26. - -

' the Senate. We were just coming back from the saloon. But...
27.

after three miles, Senator Walsh, it was a refreshing thing
2%.

to see your smiling face, as it is again, on concurrence.
29.

Senate Bill l was amended in the House t'o clarify the drugs
30.

'
' ahd the alcohol that is necessary...necessary requirement Eo

3l.
bring into the category...contained in the bill for child

' ! 2 . . ... - w . . . . .

f exploitation and I heartily nYvwna the Senatep..or the House
' 33.

i
l
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! '
l' 
j1. for its. . .its...further defining those drugs whichwnwere j
1
I2

. intended to be put into the Statute. My motion is to concur, j

3. which...l understand takes 30 v6tes, as does final passage. ' :

4. So, I commend it to your favorable consideration.

$ .5. PRESIDENT: l
6. Ts there any discussion? If notz the question is, shall t

7 the Senate concur...l beg your pardony Senator Walsh.

SENATOR WALSH:8. .

lSenator Egan
, if youdll yield for a question...9

.

PRESIDENT:l0
.

'l1 yield, Senator Walsh. 1Indicates hell
. )

lSENATOR WALSH:
12. 1

i
Our...analysis indicates that the...House amendment :l3

. .

deletes the child porncgraphy aspects of thea..of the Senate14
.

Bill as it passed the Senate and..aqux question is why?l5
. .

PRESIDENT:l6
.

S tor Egan.enal7
.

SENATOR EGAN:
l8.

Well, the reason is unknown to me, but that.n it only
l9.

deletes that part, Senator Walshy.wewherev..it deletes that2
0. .

Part which declares the exploitation of a child when the' child
2 l ., !

is compelled ko engage in child pornography. And that really
22.

is not the intent of this bill. I think there is another Skatute23.
which does that same thing and they apparently felt that...24.
because of.oothe be Statutes would be somewhat inconsistent

25. .
that it should nok be in khis bill. I don't object to that,26

.

I'm just..ml just...l just would like to make sure that the27
.

Governor is aware of the fact that that bill is still in the
2:.

tegislative process and...I would...ho, the...the...that...
29.

there are several bills floating around...involving child
3Q.

pornography. This eliminates the element of exploitation,
3l.

Whereby a person causes the child to engage in child pornography.
32. - , . ' .

' ' That is not them. .the intent of Senate Bill l is to create the
33.

1. ( '
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!1. theo.ocrime of exploitation of a child, which currently !
i

' 

.

2. would have to be prosecuted under the kidnapping Statutes i
j .

3. and the facts that are...the elements of kidnapping are not

4. present in the type of crime that is being covered by Senate
l

5. Bill 1. Pornography was a...a minor aspect of Senate Bill 1. l
1

6. It's prostitution principally and deviate sexual conduct that 1i
t

7. ...We are attempting to criminalize andm..the..othe exploitation i
18

. of children who are.k.thusly forced into prostitution and j

: deviate sexual conduct, not principally pornography.

PRESIDENT: ll0
. (

1Further discussion? Channel 3 News has requested permission i1l
. .

!
to film. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Further dis- :l2.

cussion? Senator Joyce.l3
.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:l4.

Yes, would the sponsor explain what this bill is nowy asl5
.

' 

amended, as we are going to vote on it?l6
.

PRESIDENT:l7
.

Senator..msenator Egan.l8
.

SENATOR EGAN:l9
.

I'd...I'd be happy to. Senator Joycez...the bill does20
.

precisely what it did when it left the Senate with two exceptions.2l
.

It further defines the drugs that are used and are covered by22
.

the...the bill. In...In exploiting a child, we make it a23
.

crime to do that when you use certain drugs in the exploitation.24
.

The House amendment further defined those drugs. It was rather25
.

general in our bill, but theo..the House amendment clarifies26
.

precisely what drugs are used. And n::mher two, it deleted
27.

that provision whereby a person...uses thevoothe child for
28.

pornographic reasons.o.for taking pornographic photos, et
29.

cetera. That was not the main thrust of the bill and their
30.

intent in that amendment is to allow the other bills, which
3l.

are currently alive in the Legislature, to do that. There
. . 3 2 . . . - . . .

are, I think, one or two other bills, Senator Sangmeister,
33.

. . . .j . . : .
. 
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1. that dealed principally with child pornography. Exploitation 5

2. of children in Senate Bill l deals not principally with por- I

1. nography but with prostitution and deviate sexual conduct in...

4. in...in...in...in exploiting children.

5. PRESIDENT: I
i

6. Further discussion? Senator Bowers. I

7. SENATOR BOWERS:

g Well, for khose of you on this side of the aisle, I think

, our feeling here is that we would have preferred the bill with-

out the House amendment that dëletes that portionr...however,l0.
itês still a darn good bill and if this is what it took toll

.

get it out of the House, I think we ought to go along with itl2
.

and I think we ought to support Senator Egan's moEion and...13
. 1

and I would so hope we would do on this side of khe aisle. $14
. (

PRESIDENT: ll5
. i

(Well
, theoo.the Chair will just observe so that everybodyl6

.

is aware of whak's going on here. About thirty minutes ago17
.

I had a call from the Speaker of the House. Their machine is18
.

still down and what they wish to do is borrow for about anl9
.

hour our printer, that's ihat machine right here, in order f
20. J

e plug it V Y their system so that they can finally figure out2l
.

what the matter is. Today is the House deadline. They extended22
.

the deadline for those of you whc don't know. So, I have,23
.

obviously, in a spirit of camaraderie agreed so we will be24
.

requiring for about an hour oral roll calls. Senator Hall,2$.
for What purpose do you arise?

26.
SENATOR HALL:

27.
Well, Ifve...l#ve got an idea, I mean, why not let's

29.
work real fast and then...adjourn and 1et them use it until29

.

we come back?30. '
PRESIDENT:

3l.
That's not a bad idea. Alright. Senator Egany do you

32 . .: ., - .. . . .
wish to close?

33.

l .
1

l
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1. SENATOR EGAN: j
2 Yes. Thank you, le . President. If...there are no . 1

). further questions, 1...1 commend this to your favorable con-

4. sideration. It's a...it's...it's a new 1aw that is vital in

5. our society today and I'm sure you're familiar enough with it

ion. I6 to know that you agree and I ask for your favorable considerat

7 PRESIDENT:

Alright. The quïstion is# shall the Senate concur in8.
House Amendment No. l...the question is, shall the Senake9.
concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1. Those inl0

.

1 h ed will vote Nay. Mr. Secre-favor wil vote Aye. T ose opposll
.

tary call the roll.12
.

' j
SECRETARY: '$l3

. jB ker Berman: Berning, Bloom, Bowers, Bruee, Buzbee, $OC 
' jl4.

Carroll, Chew, Coffey, Collins, DfArco, Davidson: Dawson, fl5.
DeAngelis, Degnan, Demuzio, Donnewald, Egan, Etheredge,l6

.

Friedland, Geo-Karis, Gitz, Grotberg, Hallr Johns, Jeremiah
17.

Joyce, Jerome Joyce, Keatsz Kent, Lemke, Mahar, Maitland, i1B.
Marovitz, McLendon, McMillan, Nash, Nedza, Nega, Netsch, NeW-

l9.
house, Ninrod, Ozingay Philïp, Rhoads, Rupp, Sangmeisker,

20. j'Savickas, Schaffer, Shapiro, Sl'mms: Sommer, Taylor, Thomas, I
2l.

Totten, Vadalabene, Walsh, Weaver, Mr. President.
22.

PRESIDENT:
23.

Senator Friedland: Aye. Senator Brueee Aye. Senator
24. .

Buzbeey Aye. Rem-mher this system ten years ago when.g.Netsch...
25.

Senator Netsch, Aye. Senator Dawson, Aye. Senator Demuzior
26.

Aye. Senator Gitz, Aye. Yeah. On that question, the Ayes
27.

' 
e 56 the Nays are none none Voting Present. The Senatear , ,

28.
, does concur in Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill l and the bill

29.
having received the required constitutional majority is de-

30.
clared passed. On the Order of Secretary's Desk, Concurrence,

3l. '
Senate Bill 16, Senator Berning. Senator Berning.

32 . .. ... . . .
' SENATOR BERNING:

33

'J
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1. Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill l6, as amended in

2. the House, is clarified to make...absolutely clear that this

is a legislative study commission. It remcves scme of the

4. terminology which was a little bit unclear. We had previously

5. provided by amendment that there...that there were to be

6. legislative members. The corrections by the House emphasize

7 that this is the Acent Orance Studv Act and makes other correc-@ ''' ''#' *'' .

g tive language changes. It does no harm to the intent of the

bïll itself and I would move to concur with the House Amend-9.

ment No.l0
.

PRESIDENT:l1
.

Senator Berning has moved that khe Senate concur inl2
.

House Amend=ent No. l to Senate Bill l6. Is there any dis-l3
.

cussion? If not, the question is, shall the Senate concur inl4
.

House Amendment No. l to Senate Bill 16. Those in favor willl5
.

vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Na#. Mr. Secretary, calll6
.

the roll.17
.

SECRETARY:
l8.

Beckerz Berning..mor Bermany Berning, Bloom, Bowers,
l9.

Bruce, Buzbee, Carroll, Chew, Coffeye Collins, D'Arco, David-2
0.

son, Dawson, DeAngelis, Degnan, Demuzio, Donnewald, Egan,2l.
Etheredge, Friedland, Geo-Karisr Gitz, Grotberg, Hall, Johns,22.
Jeremiah Joyce, Jerome Joyceyom.Keats, Kent, Lemke, Maharz23.
Maitland, Marovitz, McLendon, McMillan, Nash, Nedza, Negaz

24.
Netsch, Newhouse, Nimrod, Ozinga, Philip, Rhoads, Rupp,

25.
Sangmeister, Savickas, Schaffer, Shapiro, Simnsp Sommer, Taylor,

26.
Thomas: Totten, Walsh, Weaver, >œ . President.

27.
' PRESIDENT:

28.
Senator Demuzio, Aye. Senator Degnan, Aye. Senator

29.
Dawson: Aye. Senator Donnewald, Aye. Senator Schaffer: Aye.

30.
Senator Rhoads is *he first of the waltz kings. On that

31.
question, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are 3 Voting Present.

3 2 . , .. . .

' The Senate does concur in House Amendment No. i to Senate Bill
33.

1
;
I
!

': r . 'J ': . J . . 7'

!
j!
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1. and the bill having received the required constitutional

2. majority is declared passed. Senator Buzbee, for what pur-

). pose do you arise?

4. SENATOR BUZBEE:

5. On a point of personal privilege: Mr. President. I

6. understand that.k.l was off the Floor for a minute and I

7 understand that we have loaned our machine Eo the Speaker of

the House of Representatives, that Gentleman who has done soa. .

much to cooperate in the legislative process this Session and9
.

has done so much to expedite the solution to the problems of10
.

this State of Illinois and I'd like to know why it is thatll
.

we are being so nagnanimous and loaning our machine so wel2
.

can triple our workload today. WeRre going to be here till13
.

midnight tonight on nine pages of roll call concurrence votesl4
.

and I personally object and if you'd 1et me do it, I'd gol5
.

over and take our machïne back from George Ryan.l6
.

PRESIDENT:l7
.

It's.o.it's not even noon yet. On the Order of Secretary's
18.

Desk, Concurrence is Senate Bill 27r Senator Nega. Housel9
.

Amendments 2 and 3. Senator Nega.20
.

SENATOR NEGA:2l
.

Senate Bill 27...one of my amendments was to prevent
22.

giving probation for somebody that committed aggravated battery
23.

or armed robbery against a bus driver or taxicab driver. The
24.

House, in their wisdom, knocked this out and I do not concur.
25.

PRESIDENT:
26.

' 

Alright. Senator Nega moves to nonconcur ln House Amend-
27.

ments 2 and 3 to Senate Bill...alright. Senator Nega moves
28.

to nonconcur with House Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 27.
29.

Those in favor signify by saying Aye. A1l opposed say Nay.
30.

The motion carries. The Senate nonconcurs in House Amendment
3l.

No. 2. House Amendment No. 3, Senator Nega.
32. ,

SENATOR NEGA:
2 33.

1
i
1
j -
! . ..-. .. . . .. --. -.-... . . - . .. ... .-.- . ----.-.- .-c s .--- ... . ..c . - -. .-. .. .- ?c.a v---... -.-.0.--. c...-....-.- - - . - :--..
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lt

. House Amendment No. 3...z think this is a good amendment tl
I2

. and I concur with it. Al1 it does is make a change, whereby, i
1. if youlre out on bail now and you commit another crime, they '

4. must increase or revoke ihe bail for the previous.m.offense.

5. And I agree with this one.

6. PRESIDENT:

7. Well, I think the...why...why donlt you nonconcur in b0th

g of Ehem and then Welll just get it out of here and you.donlt...

: SENATOR NEGA:

Alright. Okay.l;
.

PRESIDENT:ll.

.. vyeah. Senator Nega moves to nonconcur in House Amend-12
.

ments 2 and 3 to Senate Bill 27. A1l in...senator Bowers.l3
. !

SENATOR BOWERS: ll4
. !

' !Well, suppose the House would.a.would recede from that 'l5
. ?

amendment. If he concurs in those that agrees withr...l6
.

PRESIDENT:17
. .

You are correct, but I must...well, alright. Senatorl8
.

Nega moves to...that the Senate concur in House Amendment No.l9
.

3 to Senate Bill 27. Thcse in favor will vote Aye. Those2;
.

opposed will vote Nay. Mr. Secretary, call the roll.2l
.

. SECRETARY:22
.

Becker, Berman, Berning, Bloomk Bowers, Bruce, Buzbee,23
.

Carrgll, Chew, Coffey, Collins, D'Arco, Davidson, Dawsonr24
.

DeAngelis, Degnan, Demuzio, Donnewaldr Egan, Etheredge:25
.

Friedland, Geo-Karis, Gitz, Grokberg, Hall, Johns, Jeremiah26
.

Joyce, Jerome Joyce, Keats, Kent, Lemke, Mahar, Maitland,27
.

MaroviEz, McLendon, McMillan: Nash, Nedza, Nega, Netsch,29
.

Newhouse, Nimrod, Ozinga, Philip, Rhoads, Rupp, Sangmeister,
29.

Savickas, Schafferv...shapiro, Simms, Sommer, Taylor, Thomas,
30.

Totten, Vadalabene, Walsh, Weaver, Mr. President.3l.
PRESIDENT:

32.
Nash, Aye. Buzbee, Aye. On that question: the Ayes are 52,

33.
r

'

;

@
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the Nays are none. The Senate does concur in House Amendment

2. No. 3 to Senate Bill 27...and the Secretary shall so inform

). the House. Senator Vadalabene, for what purpose do you...

4. SENATOR VADALABENE:

5. Yes, I was talking to the press in..ewhen SBA 16 came

6. up on concurrence.- l said Aye. Evidently...he didn't hear

7 me when I said Ave from over there and...I want..owant the

record to show that I did...dcause I am a joint sponsor of8.
SBA...I6.9

.

PRESIDENT:l0
.

The record will so reflect electronically. On the Orderll
.

of Secretaryls Desk, Cancurrence, Senator Collins on Senate12
.

Bill 61 with House Amendment No. 1. Senator Collins.l3
.

SENATOR COLLINS:l4
.

Thank you,...Mr. President. And on 61 I move to concur.l5
.

I really don't think.m.the...khe amendment makes any difference16
.

one way or another. Sor I ask for concurrence.l7.
PRESIDENT:.

18.
Any discussion? Senator Keats.19.

SENATOR KEATS:20.
Thank you, Mr. President would.y.have a question of2l

. 
'

the sponsor.
22.

PRESIDENT!
23.

The sponsor indicates shedll yield: Senator Keats.24.
SENATOR KEATS:

25.
I'm...I...I know youlre sayingy.o.senator Collins, and'u

26.
maybe it doesnft make that big a...a difference, but maybe

27.
I'm misreading it, but this says now a police officer, when

2e.
he arrests someone hegs got to ask the arrestee as to whether

29.
or not he has any children under the age of 18 living with

30.
him or her, et cetera. Does this add a new provision that

3l.
a police officer arresting someone has to start asking questions

12. ..
about dependents living at home?

' 33.

i
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I1
. PRESIDENT:

2. Senator Collins.

3. SENATOR COLLINS)

4. The original bill said that also. They.v.what they wanted

5. to do was to make sure that the Department of Children and

6 Family Services were not called on every case when actually

7 there would be someone...a relative available where the

children could have been picked up there had the police just8.
simply asked and the mother or the father said, yes, my aunt or9

.

someone can pick the children up and he would make surel0
.

that that happened rather than having to Aend the Depart-ll
.

ment of children and Family services out on every case. They12
.

felt thatv..that it would overburden a caseload, however,l3
.

' 

bill in its original 1r
.. .I would have preferred the original14

. )
' form, but if that's what they want, fine, it does not make ll5
. l

' jthat much of a difference
.16. ;

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)17
. !

. . .discussion? Further discussion? Senator Collins hasl8
.

moved that the Senate concur with House Amendment No. l tol9.
. Senate Bill 61 and on that question, the Secretary will call2

0.
the roll. '

2l. I
SECRETARY:22.
' 

Becker, Berman, Berning, Bloom: Bowers, Bruce, Buzbee,
23.

Carrolle Chewe Coffey, Collins, D'Arco, Davidson, Dawson,
24.

DeAngelis, Degnan, Demuzior Donnewalde Eganp Etheredge,
' 25.

Friedland, Geo-Karis, Gitz, Grotberg, Hallr Johnsr Jeremiah
26.

Joyce, Jerome Joyce, Keatsr Kent: Lemke, Mahar, Maitlandr
27.

Marovitzy McLendon, McMillan, Nashzp..Nedza, Negar Netsch,
28.

Newhouse, Nimrod, Ozinga, Philip, Rhoads, Rupp, Sangmeister,
29.

Savickas, Schaffer, Shapiro, Simms, Sommer, Taylorz Thomas,
30.

Totten, Vadalabene, Walsi, Weaver, Mr. President.
3l.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
32. . . .

Senator Donnewald votes Aye. Senator Lemke votes Aye.
33.

i . '

I l .
k !
. . , .<. .. .7 . . . . r . '-7 -7 . 7 N JR
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1. senator Bowers votes No. On the motion to concur there are

2 51 Ayes, 3 Nays. And the Senate does concur in House Amend-

) ment No. 1 to Senate Bill 61 and the bill having received the :
* l
4 required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate

5 Bill 63, Senator Berning. Senator Berning is recognized on

6 Senate Bill 63 with House Amendment No. 1.

SENATOR BERNING:7.

Thank you, Mr. President. House Amendment No. l to8
.

Senate Bill 63 adds one word, nonlethal. This is the aerosol9
.

. I
self-defense mechanism which passed out of here and definesl0

.

what that is. This merelv clarifies that that contentg must i1l
. - i

,

be nonlethal. I concur in the amendment and wculd...suggestl2
.

' Ia favorable roll call, Mr. President. 'j
l3. t

#RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) '
14. I

I ' !Is there discussion of the motion to concur? Senator
l5.

Marovitz.
l6.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:
17.

Just on a point of inquiry,or personal privilege. On
18.

totally noncontroversial concurrences, such as this one,
l9.

might it not save the time of the Body ii we ask leave for
20.

the attendance roll call on concurrence if there are no
2l.

objections. This is.p.this, like others, is a totally non-22
.

controversial one. Instead of going thropgh we can use the
23.

attendance roll call and if there's anyg.eobjections, then we24
.

can go through it.
25.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
26. .

Is there discussion? Senator Rock.
27. .

' SENATOR ROCK:
28.

Well, the difficult# with that isz.o.and I can appreciate
29. .

the fact that we are bogging down..gobviously...the difficulty
30.

with that ise there are sore for tbeir own reasons who do nok
3l.

wish to be recorded on many of these bills or wish to be
32. . .

' 
' 

recorded No or Present and a1l you're going to do is compound
' 33.
i
l
;

'

J

i' 
k

'
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t. the misery up there. If we can just all settle back and...
2. get back in the swing of a roll call, I'm sure itlll go a

3. little quickly.m.than it is.

4. PRESIDING OFFICER: (XENATOR BRUCE)

5. Further discussion? The mokion is to concur with House

6. Amendment No. l to Senate Bill 63. On that question, the

7. Secretary will call the roll.

g SECRETARY:

Becker, Berman, Berning, Bloom, Bowers, Bruce, Buzbee,9.

Carroll, Chew, Coffey, Collins, D'Arco, Davidson, Dawson,l0
.

DeAngelis, Degnan, Demuzio, Donnewald, Egan, Etheredge,1l.

Friedland, Geo-Karis, Gitz, Grotberg, Hall, Johns, Jeremiahl2
.

Joycer Jerome Joyce, Keats, Kent, Lemkee Mahar, Maitland,13
.

Marovitz, McLendon, McAfillan, Nash, Nedza, Nega, Netsch,l4
.

Newhouse, Nimrod, Ozinga, Philip, Rhoads, Rupp, Sangmeister,l5
.

Savickas, Schaffer, Shapiro, Sn'mms, Sommer, Taylor, Thomas,l6
.

Totten, Vadalabene, Walsh, Weaver, Mr. President.17
.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)l8
.

Senator Demuzio votes Aye. On that question, the Ayesl9
.

' are 52, the Nays are none. The Senate does concur in House20
.

Amendment No. 1 to House...senate Bill 63 and the bill having21
.

received the required constitutional majority is declared22
.

' passed. Senate Bill 98, Senator Dawson. Is...is...has23
.

before it House Amendments 1y 2, and 3 to Senate Bill 98.24
.

Senator Dawson.25
.

SENATOR DAWSCN:26
.

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlenen of the Senate,
: 27.

I wish to concur with..othe amendments to...senate Bill 98.
28.

The first...what ha#pened through the whcle process they29
.

started out and when it ends up with the third amendment,
30.

it changes it from a Class IV felony to Class A misdemeanor.
3l.

It requires IDOT to adopt rules and regulations it deems
32.

appropriate which require the securing of steel coils and
33.1

1

!

1
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l
l

t ther objects on flatbed trucks so as to prevent injuries i* O

2. to users of highways and damage to property. It stipulates

). any person who operates such a flatbed truck on any highway 11
l4. in violation of the rules and regulations promulgated by '

5. IDOT shall be guilty of a Class A misdemeanor. It...it

g passed out of the House l43 to nothing.

7 PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? The motion by8.
senator Dawson is that the Senate concur with House Amendments9

.

1, 2, and 3 to Senate Bill 98. And on that question, thel0
.

Secretary will call the roll.ll
.

yao SECRETARY: j
i

. Becker, B1oom...I mean...Berman, Berning, Bloom, Bowers, ll3
. 

'

Bruce, Buzbee, Carroll, Chew, Coffey, Collins, D'Arco, David- 'l4
. i

sonzo..Dawson, DeAngelis, Degnan, Demuzio, Donnewald, Egan,l5
.

Etheredge, Friedland, Gec-Karis, Gitz, Grotberg, Hall, Johns:l6
.

Jeremiah Joyce, Jerome Joyce, Keats, Kent, Lemke, Mahary...
17. '

Maitlandz Marovitz, McLendon, McMillan, Nash, Nedza, Nega,
18.

Netsch, Newhouse, Nimrod, Ozinga, Philip, Rhoads, Rupp,
19.

Sangmeister, Savickas: Schaffer, Shapiro, Sn'mms, Sommer, Taylor,
2o.

Thomas, Totten, Vadalabene, Walsh, Weaver, Mr. President.
2l.

. PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)22
.

On that question, theo..the Yeas are 49, the Nays are
23.

none. The Senate does concur with House Amendments 1, 2, and 3
24.

to Senate Bill 98 and the bill having received the required
25.

constitutional najority is declared passed. Senate Bill 116,26
.

Senator Netsch. The House has returned the bill with House Amend-
27.

ments 1 and 2. Senator Netsch is recognized.
28.

SENATOR NETSCH:
29.

Thank you, Mr. President. I move' to concur in House
30.

Amendments l and 2 to Senate Bill 116. Should I proceed?
3l.

The second amendment is really the bill now and it makes a
32 . . - ..

fairly significant change in the bill as it left the Senate,
33.

. Q
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!

t. but I suspect it is a much more acceptable change and I think 1

2. all of the groups who had been concerned about this have... !

). looked at it andv.oando..withdrawn any opposition to it. !
4. Basically what the bill does now is to offer a one time

5. redemption to sameone who has paid at least sixty percent

6. of the purchase price on a retail installment sales...contract

7 or a motor vehicle retail installment sales contract and has

g defaulted. And the one time redemption is without acceleration.

It takes care of those people who may be caught up in kemporary9
.
' 

joblessness or something of that sort and...are able to nakel0
.

restitution, in effect, but have missed one time, which does,1l
. j

in fact, constitute a default. Be happy to answer any questions. !12
. !

1If not, I would mcve concurrence in Senate...or House Amendments i13
. .

1 and 2. .14
. )

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)l5
.

The motion is to adopt...to concur in House Amendmentsl6
.

l and 2 to Senate Bill 116. ...is there discussion of thatl7
.

motion? Senator Walsh.l8
.

SENATOR WALSH:l9
.

Senator Netsch,.l...l see that..owhen this bill passed20
.

the Senate it received just 32 votes and when it passed the2l
.

House it received only 89 votes. And the...I1m...I'm...I'm22
.

not perfectly clear as to how this changes the existing lawz23
.

but apparently the bill isz...you know, of...of serious import.24
.

Can you just briefly explain to me what the law is now and25
.

how this..ochanges the situakion?
26.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)27
. .

Senator Netsch. '
28.

SENATOR NETSCH: '
29.

Yes, I think the...probably the...the more controversial
30.

part of it was the.m.what I refer to as the first paragraph.
3l.

The election of remedies section, which has been...had been
3 2 . . . . - . .. .

in the preexisting law,...but what I did when the bill left
!3.

1
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t. the Senate. m .it totally did away wiEh the election...orz

2. I'm sorryz with the deficiency judgment and substituted, the

3. election of remedies ùrovision. That was changed significantly
4. in the House to do nothing except reduce the percentage' of

5. the purchase price that han to have been paid before th#

6. election of remedies takes effect. In other words, we

7. restored the language of the existing law exactly as it

g is on the election of remedies, but simply reduced the...

percentage...a modest amount. I think that was not fully9.

understood at the time that the bill was being debated overl0
.

thefe. That was a provision that was..oreally worked outll
.

With...particularly some of the banking groups and.o.myl2
.

understanding is they have no objection to the bill in zits...13.
present form. The second paragraph, which wal in a sen'sezl4

.

the original..oobjective, provides the one right of redeaptionl5
.

when you have paid at least thirty percent on the purch'asel6
.

price you've defaulted. As you know, one default on onel7
.

payment would...in almost a1l retail installment sales18
.

contracts, result in an acceleration of the entire bala7ncel9
.

due and typically if someone has failed to meet one paypent,20
.

theybre not going to be able to make up the entire balance.2l
.

This says that if you have paid thirty percent...and dëfault22
.

and the default is declarede you are entitled to a one 'time23
.

right of redemption. You have to make the seller or the24
.

holder of the paper whole. That is, you have to pay al1 of25
.

the missed payments, the...the sellerîs costs of repossession,26
.

: if the repossession is taking placp and
. . .that sort of thing27

.

so that the seller, in effect, really loses nothing if 'hels28
.

. ..repossessed. Youdre entitled to that right only once and29
.

the...the person that it takes care of is someone who has30
.

' missed a payment because of a temporary laycff, because of3l
.

illnessy because of something that...does not involve a
32. -

flagrant disregard of his obligations...l mean, just...just33
.

2

f
I
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l

t. could not meet a payment and. o.is in a position to...restore l

2. his rights and obligations under the contract.
i

1. PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) I

4. Senator Walsh.

5. SENATOR WALSH:

6. Alright. Now, that.o.that feature was in your bill as

p it passed the Senate, was it not?

g PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Netsch.9
.

SENATOR NETSCH:l0.

The...the one time right of redemption was, that is l1l
.

!12
. r' 

tPRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
l3. :

Senator Walsh.l4
. l

SENATOR WALSH: '
l5.

And the...the House did not...alter thatoomthat aspectl6
.

of your bill?17
.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)l8
.

Senator Walsh.19
.

SENATOR WALSH:20
.

1...1 asked a questionz.e.l4r. President.2l
.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)22
.

Senator Netsch.23
.

SENATOR NETSCH:24
.

That is correct.
25.

PRESIDJNG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)26
.

Senator Walsh.
27.

SENATOR WALSH:
28.

Now, the..othe feature...relative to election of remedies,29
.

. m .what is tYe existing 1aw as to percentages? When...when...
30.

. when does that come into play?3l.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)32

. . -  .

Senator Netseh.33. .1

; ' . 'i
.L

(':?-j4q. .1:1919'. . ' ':J '
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..LL;.....-.-- - .-.=.. . , --. . .- . - .- -. .. - .- -- .-.-.qrs.cso- - -. . ...s.. . .-.. - - . .. .-..:w.-- . (. -.w .- -. r . v-- .- : . .- --c7- ---..--r-v -.=v -m ors-su.cren--rus.:.-e-l



j
- 11. 

((

' 

'

(1
)!
1,
l
j

Page 18 - June 27: 1981 ' '

- jt
. SEXATOR NETscH: t

!2
. Under existing law, at sixty percent the bill, as it tl
1. was amended in the House with the cooperation of the banking

4. groups, reduced it to fifty percent.

5. PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

6. Senator Walsh.

7. SENATOR WALSH:

a Okay. The existing law is sixty and now it's fifty...

: in this bill. So# this...this bill, and you can correct me

if I'm incorrectr...does two things. One, it...it...then...l0
.

it kicks in the election of remedies at fifty percent...pay-1l
. I

l
ment of the deferred purchase price...or deferred contract )12.

. l' za price. Itls fifty rather than sixky and it provides for the :

one time redemption feature when the...when the borrower hasl4
.

paid thirty percent of the deferred contract price.l5
.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) .l6
.

Senator Netsch.17
.

SENATOR NETSCH:lB
.

That is correct.l9
. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE).20
.

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Netsch21
.

has moved...senator Bowers.22
.

SENATOR BOWERS:23
.

Well, I...guess I rise in opposition and I can see why24
.

the bill only got 89 votes in the House and I donlt...l donft25
.

know that they were that confused. The practical aspect of26
.

this thing...l'm not even happy with the fifty percent kick' 27.
in, quite franklyr..aor the sixty percent kick in: quite28

.

frankly, and...and...what happens is somebody buys a car and29
.

they...and they finance the payments on the car, they wear30
.

khe car out and.o.or..mor damage it in some way, has an accident,3l
.

so, then you come in first you make them elect...which...which32
. ....

the remedy is and then you say, as I understand it, that...or33.

!
i .
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1. at least if.a.if sixty percent.n now it says if sixtg percent

2. of it's paid, they have to elect and now you're trying to

1. say if fifty percent. So, if youlve got somebody who is sort of

4. a neler-do-well and you've depended upon...well, then am I

5. misinterpreting? Then would the sponsor yield to a question?

6. PRESIDING OEEICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

7 Indicates she will yield. Senator Bowers.

éENATOR BowzRs:8.
No#...senator Netsch..olîm asking to yield and she said9.

she would.l0.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)ll
.

Thatls why I'm saying Senator Bowers...your question now.l2
.

Toa BowsRs: !SENAl3.
1Well, I...Ifm only doing it because she is waving as if 'l4

. 1
l

She Wants to resplnd to what I just said. i15
. '

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)l6
.

Alright. Senator Netsch.l7
.

SENATOR NETSCH:1:.
Yeah, I think the...the problem...is and this was what Il9.

was waving my head no about, is that you left out the...rakher
20.

restrictive qualifying language on...on the existing law,2l.
' which...was sixty percent and...and in this bill would be2

2.
fifty percent. What it says is, if the buyep at Ehe request

23.
of the holder and without legal proceedings, surrenders the

24.
goods to the holder in ordinary condition and free from

25.
malicious damage, the holder must within a period of five

26.
days elect either two. So, thep.oyou've got at the request

27.
of the holder and without legal proceedings the surrender

28.
of the goods in ordinary condition and without malicious '

29.
damage.

30.
PRESIDING OPPICCR: (SENATOR BRUCE)

' 3l.
Senator Bowers.

3 2 . .. ., .
. 

' 
jSENATOR BOWERS:

33. I
:

;

'

'i

jI
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t. Well, what was the abuse under the sixty percent criteria
I

2. in that youbre trying to correct?

1. PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

4. Senator Neksch.

5. SENATOR NETSCH:

6. There are a nllmher of people who feel that the...election

7 of...or the deficiency judgment procedure is extremely harsh

to begin with. The sixty percent...requirementr which has been8.

tried for sometimer...l think in the minds of a number of9.

people who have been involved with it, has not produced any1Q
. .

gross inequity to those who were on the..aholder of paper orll
.

seller of goods side. On the other hand, youAve got...l2
.

particularly in economic circumstances, like the present, ,l3
. t

where there are people who are.. =ay be temporarily laid-l4
- (

off...and...can get into some difficulties on...their... ll5. (
purchases and it.v.it simply gives them ao.'.a slightly l

l6.
greater opportunity to...to make themselves whole. But '

l7.
because the election is the election of the holder of thel8

.

paper and the sellerz..mit does not provide an opportunity19
.

foro..a neler-do-well, which I think is what a nllmher of2
0.

people are concerned aboutr.o.someone Who is trying to milk21. .
the system or to abuse the system. It does not really pro-

22.
vide that opportunity for abuse.

23.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)24

.

Further discussion? Senator Berman. .Further discussion?
25.

Sehator Berman, did you wish to comment? Alright. Further
26.

debate? Senator Netsch has moved to concur in House Amend-
27.

ments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 116. On that question, the
28.

Secretary will call the roll.
29.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)3
0.

Becker, Berman, Berningy Blocm, Bowersy Bruce, Buzbeee
3l.

Carroll, Chew, Coffey, Collins, D'Arcoz Davidson, Dawscnz
3 2 . 'o z: . . .-

DeAngelis, Degnan, Demuzio, Donnewald, Egan, Etheredge,
33.

l
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l
1
I

1* Friedland, Geo-Karisy Gitz,... i
I
h

2. PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) j I
I). May we have some order please. On these oral roll calls I
!
i

4. if you want to be recorded correctly, we're going to have to )
5. keep the Chamher a little quieter. The Secretary cannot hear I

l .6 when you respond. Proceed with the roll call, Mr. Secretary.- l .I
7 ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

.. .Grotberg, Hall, Johns, Jeremiah Joycez Jerome Joyce,8.

Keats, Kent, Lemke, Mahar', Maitlandz Marovitz, McLendon,9.
IMcMillan

, Nash, Nedza, Nega, Netsch, Newhouse, Ozinga, Nimrod, jl0
.

l
Philip, Rhoads, Rupp, Sangmeistere Savickas, Schaffer, Shapiro, ïll

.

Simmsr Sommer, Taylor, Thomas, Totten, Vadalabene, Walsh: 'l2
. 

'

Weaver/ Mr. President. 'l3
.

PRESIDING OFEICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)l4
.

Senator Nash. Senator Nash wished to be changed tol5
.

Present. Senator Mahar, No. Senator Philip, No. Senatorl6
.

Berning, No. Senator Grotberg votes No. Senator Davidson,
l7.

No. Senator DeAngelis: No. The sponsor requests that the
1B.

Secretary...poll the absentees. The Secretary will call those
l9.

who are not recorded.
20.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES) '2l
.

Bloom, Keats, Newhouse, Rhoadse Savickas, Schaffer.22.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)23

.

How was Senator Newhouse recorded?
24.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)25. '
Not recorded.

26.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

27.
Senator Newhouse. Senator Newhouse votes Aye. How 'was

28.
Senator Lemke recorded?

29.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)30.

Lemke is recorded as voting Aye. 1
3l. I

PRCSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
32. - .

Senator Lemke, you#re recorded as Aye. Alright. On that
33. !
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I1
1. question, there are...senator...senator Savickas, you are 

ë

2. not recorded. Hold it just a minutey Gentlemen. Let's just j
3. take these one at a time. How was Senator...if we can keep

4. the...if we can keep everyone in their seats and away from

5. the Secretary's Desk, we will be able to conclude the roll

6. call. How was Senator Savickas recorded?

7. ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

a He's not recorded.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)9.
Senator Savickas votes Aye. Senator Keats, did youl0

.

inquire as to your...senator Keats votes No. On that question,ll
.

there are 26 Yeas, 24 Nays, 2 Voting Presenk. Senator Netsch12
.

6asks that further consideration of Senate Bill l16 be post- !l3
.

. :
poned. It Will be placed on the Order of Postponed Consideration.l4

. ;

If I might have the attention of the Body just for a moment,15.

we may not have very many more rolla..oral roll calls, but Il6
.

would request a couple of things of the Body. If your namel7
. .

is not called, don't respond. On that last roll call peoplel8
.

were voting for other Senators and itîs just as well thatl9
.

everyone vote for themselves and that way the Chair doesn't20
.

have to worry about how the Senator wishes to be recorded.21
.

And alsc if you will respond just a little louder, it will22
.

help the Secretary. May I just have the attention of the23
.

Dembership, also, Christmas has not come. This is not our24
.

printer. This is the House printer and we#re just checking25
.

' it, so don't anyone get excitedo..no Christmas presents yet.26
.

Can we just kake a test roll call. There is...nothing before27
.

the senate. .
28.

END OF REEL29
.

30.

31.

32 '

33. r

i
. )

'
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1. Put...put on 999 or 101010...9999. And I would prefer that

2. not a1l of you vote Aye. Just take your chance, whatever
i
l i). you want to do. The voting is open. Vote anyway. Don't
1

4. a11 vote greef though. And donlt...just get on and..vand i ,
!

'

don't change the switches 'cause we want to have a good 1, ,5. .

!tesk. Have a1l voted who wish? Take the record. ..ppurpose f i6. 1: ;

7 does senator Hall arise? .'

!SENATOR HALL::
.

)
I'd like to know what#s.a.the gang plah is going to be9

.

now? There's going to be some bills lost, because welrel0
.

fooling around with the machine. Now, wefve waited forll
.

over an hour here before we started. Now, how soon arel2
.

we going to get our machine back, because 1...1 certainlyl3
.

won't want to sit here and see myself and others who mayl4
.

lose bills... '15
.

PRESIDING OEPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) jl6.
Senator Ha11... .l7

.

SENATOR HALL:l8
.

. ..because we're trying to be so accommodating.19
.

PRESIDING OEFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)20
.

I
. u senator Hall: we#ll have it back in ten minutes. I2l

.

How's that sound?
22.

SENATOR HALL:
23.

Well, if we don't have it back in ten minutes, then welll
24.

stop and wait until it gets back.. 125
.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR 3RUCE)26
. .

Senator zock has informed ne he'é selecking six of the
27.

sturdiest members here to go over and have a commando raid
2:.

and take it back from the House. There we go. Alright.
29.

Senator...on Senate Bill 125, Senator Sangmeister, are you
30.

Iready to go? Senate Bill l25 has come back with House Amend-
31. I

ments 1, 2 and 8. Senator Sangmeister is recognized.
3 2 . . . . . I

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:33. I

t

'

:

j . . .
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t* Mr
. President and members of the Senate, I move to con- 1'

ê2
* cur in nouse Axendments No. Qr 2, and 8 to Senate Bill A25. 1

)1. PRESIDING OFFICER; (SENATOR DRUCE)
l
I4

. For what purpose does Senator Berman arise?

5. SENATOR BERMAN: i
I

6. A point of order, Mr. President. Did you announce the I

7. result of the 116 roll call?

8. PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
' 

j9. Yes, the sponsor asRed that it be postponed. It will I
j

'

1û. se placed on the Order of Postponed Consideration. I

SENATOR BERMAN: lll
. j

IIB s'orry : I didn î t hear you . Thank ycu . 1I12 
. ,

. l
za PRESIDING OFPICER: LSENATOR BRUCEI .

Yes, we announced it. Senatora..excuse me, Senatorl4
.

Sangmeister, go...proceed. 'l5
.

S'ENATOR SM GIV ISTER :16.

We have heard some rhetoric over khe past months, maybek7
.

not enough rhetoric: as to how we're going to solve the massl8
.

transit problea. As you know, I sent a bill over to thel9
.

House with an opt out in it which has been amended with these20
.

three amendrents by the iouse, which is a solution to the2l. .

crisis in which I khink we ought to give to the Governor of22
.

the State of Illinois. We have been talkipg about what we23
.

opght to do with the RTA and I think the general consensus24
.

is, we ought to abolish the RTA and that's exactly what Senate25
.

Bill 125 doqs, In abolishing it, we set up separate transit26
.

agencies, we do exactly what the Mayor of Chicago wantsr she27
.

wants' her own CTA. Thatfs what Senate Bill 225 gives her.29
. j

IE also establishes for the collar counties and suburban Cook29
.

I
County the Suburban Transit Authority, it sets up an interim I30

.

Doard until we can elect one. Another big criticism that werve' 3l. I
' had of...of the.o.t,hè RTA is the compensation that wepve been i!2

. .... . .

paying to tha members of that board. The new board's compensation, '33
.

i . .? . .r. tt r .. ('1 ' 
''' jJ

. '?.( 2.t . 
,
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' jt * under this amendment, reduces it to ten thousand dollars per j
' )

2. member rather than the twenty-five thousand they each get now tl
j '3. and the chairman gets fifteen thousand dollars. So# item

4. nnmher two: it dissolves the hue and cry about the com-

5. pensation that we are paying to the members of the RTA Board

16
. for the mess that they have gotten us in. The third item

7. is that itrs generally conceited and I think I#m a hundred

g percent correct when I say that nobody Wants to vote for a

: tax increase to support mass transit. Senate Bill 125 does

exactly that. You can solve éhe crisis and not have tol0
.

increase any taxes. Under this bill the collar counties (ll.
l

will continue with their one-quarter percent sales tax to... tl2
. j

' to fund the Suburban Transit Authority plus a half percent 6
13.

in Cook County. Also, of course, the fare box will have tol4
. k

be adjusted in the sûburban areas to carry the weight or :l5
.

whatever the cost of operation may be. The CTA would bel6
.

allowed to continue the one percent tax that is being levied17
.

within the city and they could levy any other tax that theyl8
.

want, exclusive of an income tax, in order to support thel9
.

CTA and the City of Chicago and, of course, they could increase20
.

their fares as they sit fit in order to completely operate it2l
.

; as the mayor wishes. Thereforey the third item in Senate Bill22
.

l25 is the fact that we can solve the transik crisis wikh no23
.

tax increase. The other item that has been very inportant24
.

to particularly those of us who,are in the collar county areas25
.

is, if you don't like the.wvsuburban Transit Authority or Ehe26
.

CTA and you wanted to get out of khe system altogether, the2
7.

t out that I sent over is still in the bill. So the fourth. op ,28
.

item that Senate 3i1l l25 still does that everyone wanted29
.

was an opt out is in this bill. Also He are concerned about3Q.
what haprens if there is not sufficient subsidies to run the3l

. 
-

commuter railroads. .An apendment was added to Senate Bill 12532. ..
that allows the commuter rails to raise their fares to whatever

33.

1 . '
J

i;
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. ï
):* is necessary in order to keep the.. .commuter railroads running. '(

2. so, item number five in senate Bill 125 solves the commuter i
' 

!3. rail program and allows those railroads to run if the subsidies
l

4. aren't sufficient. Gentlemen, that's basirally what it does.

5. I recommend to you this package and once and for a1l we can
!

6. solve a problem that started in January of this year that we iI
7 have not resolved and wedve only got four days left. Tt's@ 

, 1
g here. We don't need to send it back to the House. We ought to .1
- I I' , concur, give it to the Governor and see whether he feelë and U

(I would hope that he would agreq that this solves the problem. Il0
. IPRESIDING OEFICER: (SENATOR SRUCE)

1l. ;
Discussion? Senator Jeremiah Joyce. '12

.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCEZ13
.

Question.14
.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)l5
.

Indicates he will yield.l6
.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:17
.

Do I understand you correctly, Senator Sangmeister, when18
.

' 
you say that the Mayor of the City of Chicago is in favor of19

.

this lecislation? .20. -
' PRESIDING OEFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) '2l

.

Senator Sangmeister.22
.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
23.

I cannot speak directly for the mayor. Al1 I am saying is
24.

that I have read in the media that :he wants to control the CTA
25.

and of course this bill will do exactly that. This will give
26.

tHe...CTA ko the City of Chicago, be under her control and that
27. .

of the city council.
2e. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) ' I29
.

ISenator Jeremiah Joyce.
30. i

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE: I
31. I

Well, a question of the Body then. Is there anyone in here I
. 3 2 . . . o. .. 1who perhaps could speak for the mayor on this issue?

( 33. 1

i
 i .
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I1
. FRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

2. I believe that was a rhetorical question, Senator... .

. .1 I3
. SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE: !

: I
4. I tried.a.l tried to speak for...I tried to speak for her ',1

; I
5. a yea: ago when I was going to put that amendment on Senator i

i6. Washington's bill, you recall that. I

7. PRESIDING OEFICERZ (SENATOR BRUCE) 1

Further discussion? Senator Berman. !8.
. l

SENATOR BERMAN;9.

Well, lœ . Presidentz..ma question of the sponsor. Senatorl0
.

Sangmeister,...itls Almost an impossible task without some1l.
additional material available to determine the merits or demerits 'l2

.

of..ato determine the merits or demerits of..oof this proposal.l3
.

And from my point of view representing constituents that arel4
.

vitally concerned with the operation of the CTA and the RTA,l5
.

. . .if this is the only ,game in tovm , it may have merit to my16
.

constituents, but I can't tell at this moment whatrs..owhatl7
.

the package is. What I would like to request of you..oand18
.

there is no time frame...requirementy...if you could takel9
.

this out of Ehe record,o.ohave staff prepare aw..a resume.z.2
:.

for us as to what it includes and dcesn't include and allow2l
.

us scme time to look at it and...just take it out of the record22
.

and keep it alive. I'm sure the votes you have or don't have...
23.

aren't going to evaporate in...twenty-four or forty-eight hours24
.

and...you may find that this is the only package..pthatpll be2$.
available before we have to get out of here on June 30th.

26.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)27

.

Senator Sangmeister. '
28. .

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
29.

Well, normally I would certainly like to concede to Senator
30.

Berman's request, but, senatorz this...it was probably one of the
31.

first bills, I think, that was listed on the Calendar under Con-
32 . ' . .. . .' 

I Ehink it's probably been sitting on tie ConcurrenceCurrence.
33. j

l . .

' . . 
' 
: .J ' 1. ' S ' ': ' ' '
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. calendar foro..up to at least three weeks now and...I think '

@ 12. everybody knew what the House had done to 125 and if you wanted
i

3. any of our staff or your people to look at it, I would have

4. appreciated if you had...done it by now. You know, we#ve been

5. working on solving khe crisis since January and wedve only got

6. fou: days left. I don't think we can continue to put it off

7 and put if off and put if off. So, respectfully, I decline...

g your requesk.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)9.
Further discussion? Senator Chew.10

.

SENATOR CHEW:ll
.

Thank you, Mr. President. We allowed Senate Bill l25 toza
. , 1

come out of the committee on a deal...yeah...and...we have spent ll3
. :

amrle time cettinc our kicks on sixtv-six with RTA and a11 ofl4
. 

+ - - u $
1

the paraphernalia that's attached to it. We are not going tol5
.

pass anything until an agreement has been worked out by the Governorl6
.

and Legislative Leaders on both sides. Now, wefre guilty of...' 17. i
havinc cotten a lot of Jood Dress and bad cress simrlv because !l8

. - - - - - - - I
I

everybody wants to put their two cents worth in on mass trans-l9. I
portation, but the simple matter, as I've said on this Eloor

2D.
before, when good minds get together and conclude thas first, .

2l.
mass transportation is absolutely essential to the SEate of

22.
' 

Illinois and, secondly, fashion a plan that people can live
23.

with without undue pressure and, thirdly, the money that's
24.

generated from whatever plan we derive at would be generated
25. '

for tWo purposes, nass transportation and highways. And if
26.

our General Revenue Eund is in the financial straitjacket as27
. 

'

is alleged, then we down here who purports to be respcnsible
28. ,

will have to deal yith that problem. But as the...senate Bill
29.

125 and the am-n%-nu , ikpY unacceptable and I would urge every-
30 '

body here to cast a No vote on concurrence.
3l.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATQR BRUCE)
32. . .

Discussion? senator Geo-Karis.
33.

1
i '
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j1. SENATOR GEO-KARIS: .. I1'President ànd Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate: I SE2
. Mr. t

13. rise to speak'in favor of the concurrence of this bill. I can I
' @

4 tell you the people of Lake County, Illino'is, the third largest !* 
,
?

5 county in this State, are absolutely not happy about a sales jr Ii
taX and nOY ha#py nOt having the trains run and they're not I6

- )j1happy having the CTA as part of their outfit. They would be...7
.

very much like to see a suburban trahsportation authority, which ,8
.

khis bill provides, and they would like to see a purchase of9
. '

service contracts, they would like to see membership from each l10
.

of the counties and the board and I think this is a good bill.1l
. !

This...as you heard me say yesterday, I feel that Mr. Louis Hill, @
l2.

as a Chairman of the RTA Board, has done an...inept job and hel3
.

should remove himself to do himself a favor. We have had it
l4. ;

'

long enough in the collar counties. We#re willing to do our
l5.

share, but I think this is an a/mimhle bill with the amendments
l6. ,

and I might say this is the same as House Bill 829 that passed
17.

out of the House with a good vote and I congratulate Senator
l8.

Saùgmeister for taking...having the courage to go forward.
l9.

There's no reason why we can't have a mass suburban...transit
20.

system for the/..collar counties, there's no reason why the
2l.

CTA shouldn't be run by the City of Chicago and its city council' 
22.

and the mayor, there's no reason why we have to be in a situation
23.

we can't approve labor contracts and do scme meaningful structural
24.

work on the contracts and make things more equitable for all
25. 1and it's high time that the RTA that was forced down the ;'
26.

t f the Citythroat of the collar counties with comple e control o
27.

of Chicago be removed and let's make it fair for b0th the
28.

suburban counties and' the City of Chicago. Give Chicago the
29.

CTA, give us the suburban train and bus system and I certainly
30.

: . . .speak in favor of this concurrence.
3l.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
32. .

Senator Mahar.

@ '
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l
lSENATOR kAHAR: 
j
i'2

. Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. Would l

3. *he sponsor yièld for a questâon or two?

4. PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

5. Indicates he will yield.

6. SENATOR MAHAR: ;
(

7 Senator Sangmeister, does it still have the provision that

townships can opt out?8.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)9. .

Senator Sangmeister.l0
.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER: I1l.
I

No, this is not reduced down to a county opt out.l2
. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)13
. . ki

senator Mahar. Il4
. I

SENATOR MAHAR: !l5
. i

Counties only. Well, may...may I speak to it? Yes, the...16
.

when this bill went through origânally I voted against it because
l7.

I couldn't visualize how.s.how townships could operate, but now
18.

the fact that it allows for counties to opt outy why...why
l9.

donït care too much for that. I think RTA Recion ouqht to be2
0. ' - - ;

the RTA Region and Welre allp..wedre a1l a part of it. It
21.

certainlv is a much better bill. I can support it.22. - '
PRESIDING OFFICERZ (SENATOR BRUCE)23

. ,

Further discussion? Senator Carroll. !
24. ;

SENATOR CARROLL:' i
25.

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the !
26.

Senate. Follo/ing Senator Chewîs statements, al1 I can say is
27.

such a deal. The problem with this, quite honestly, is as
28. :

many of the other side has indicated in the past but apparently
29.

isn't indicating todaye without any type of subsidy in the
30.

region, uhich *he rest of the State gets, a1l you're inviting
31.

is such high rate increases to your commuters who are going to
32

have to pick up what they don't have to pick up in the rest of
33.
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1. the State. You're talking about nothing to fund the operations

' 2. of the suburbqn system, *he city system or anything else other

3. than that share of what's now charged as additional tax. Nothing

4. to make up that difference of what's existing now, except tacking

5. it onto your own people so that evepy tûx they get on the bus,

6. emuy +5m* they get on the train they%re goinq to have to go up

7. to fares like a dollar and a half in the City of Chicago one

g way, if they're using a transfer, just to gek to sgork or from

work and even higher rates than that in the suburban areas ahd9
.

the collar counties. That's why we offered that same type ofl0
.

subsidy that the rest of the State enjoys, one-third of the1l.
operating revenues through a percentage of the sales tax col-12

.

lected in the region. That's whatls patently missing in this.l3
.

That type of use of existing revenue sources paid by the people14
.

in the area to fund the system. To those of you who want faresl5
.

that are going ko be a dollar and a half or more in my16
.

metropolitan area and even greater than that from your own17
.

peoplefs pockets to pay for that system, then you are supporting
l8.

this. 1, for onez cannot unless there's some type of subsidy.
l9.

Most of the rest of it wefve talked about before and there are20
.

not problems for many of the members of this side of the aisle
2l.

in a lot of the concepts that are in this bill. But without22
.

that tvoe of subsidy that we give throughout the State, where
23. <- .

the average part of the State is getting thirty-one percent of
24.

their operating revenues from that portion of the sales tax'25.
generated, but nothing in the region, think this is patently

26.
defective and will just harm over seven million people who27

.

depend upon some form of transportation and al1 youlre asking
28.

them to do is to double what it's now costing them and I think
29.

that's a ridiculous idea.
30.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)31
. '

F.urther discussion? Senator Totten.
32. ..

SENATOR TOTTEN:
33.

1
1
1
.... ........ . . r : . c > . n-
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' j
and centlemen of the l:. Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies

. l
1.

2. senate. I rise in support of Senate Bill l25 for a number of 'I '
3. reasons. First of all, itrs the only measure before us that 14!

4. really gets to the issue and that is the fact that this system,

5. under this proposak will be able to operate without any new

6. monies because we forcé some of the cost controls. If this

7 Bodv sits here and raises State-wide taxes or provides a !

substantial out-and-out subsidy to the Regional Transportation8
.

Authority or whatever its new moniker may be, we have lost a1l9
.

. !control over being able to do any cost containment in thel0
.

system. It is not the position of many of us that we wouldll
.

like to see the system shut down. The position of most cf us12
. j:is. ..is that we would like to see it operate within a morel3. I

'treasonable fashion. When the City of Chicago refuses to dol4. i
anything about the fact that they have service on every four !

l5.
blocksy when they have service twenty-fours a day..owhen the

16.
management of the CTA contains over three-fifths of their

17. , *
employees making over thirty thousand dollars a year, when @l8

.

the management of the CTA refuses to do anything about cost
l9.

containment, we've got to think about the eleven million
20.

câtïzens of the State who have been continually asked to pour
2l.

more money into a system that has such inefficiencies and is
22.

ting present tax dollars. For you 'to ask us as you havewas ,
' 23.

in the past, time and time again, to subsidize a system that !
24.

operates undrr those conditions, you are rèally not living
25.

up to the trust that the. voters that put you down here have
26.

k d to Mr President and Ladies and Gentlemen of theas e yOu . .
27.

Senate, Senate Bill l25 probably doesn't answer a11 of the
28.

problems and it may really only be the only gaie in town, but
29. '

at this point it appears to be the best game and should be the
30.

only one that we #ut on the Governorês Desk and I would suggest3l
.

J that we do precisely that.
32. .

. PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
31.

1 .

!
1
1
.j . '
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' j
t. Further discussion? Senator Philip. 1

!
f2

. SENATOR PHILIP: ' t
1

f the ' l3
. Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen o . (

'

' )

'

4. Senate. As you know, negotiations have been going on this morning, 'j
i5 last night and very honestly I think wefre very close to coming j
l

k hat's going to happen and I'm suggesting î6
. to an aecord. who nows w

d a. 
.17 we support Senate Bill 125, get it over to the Governor an ;

'

11l have something on the Governor's l: least if everything else fails we

Desk. It's not perfect. The Governor..wcertainly.m.r endatorily L9
. (

veto of it, put it in the shape that he wants, perhaps we could 1l0
. 1

1
come back in Special Session and work something out. So, I l1l

. j
suggest we support this. It isn't perfectr but if everything 1l2

.

else failse at least there's something the Governo: has left '13
.

to work with.14
.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)l5
.

Furthero..senator Nedza.l6
.

SENATOR NEDZA:l7
.

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the18
.

Senate. A question of the sponsor.l9
.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)20
.

Indicates he will yield. Senator Nedza.2l
.

' SENATOR NEDZA:22
.

Senator Sangmeisterr youm..when Senator Maharo..asked you23
.

whether the townships were deleted from this...in Senate Amendment2
4. i

l it..eit adds that the counties and townships have the...disconnect
25.

the opt out. In the succeeding amendments to the bill I don't
26.

see that the townships were taken out. As I read this, the
27. - .

townships still have...are exercising that power in this bill.
28. r

Could you perhaps point to which amendment eliminates the town-29.
ships from opting?

30.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) '3l

. .

Senator Sangmeister. And before we do that, Senator, Channel l
3 2 . . . . . ' ''

' 2 has sought leave to film the proceedings. Is there leave? I
33.

1 .
I .
i
1
j '
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l
1. Leave is granted. Senator Sangmeister. )

- @2
. SENATOR SANGIV ISTER: i

?
3 I do not...ldve only got the digest in front of me also.. l4 It was either in House Amendment No. 1 or 2, but in one of them f

5 it was changed. As I sent it over: it was townships and counties,

but as it was amendedo.obecause they struck the enacting clause...6.

as they amended it in House Amendment Nc. l i: went back in as7
.

counties only.8.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)9
.

Senator Nedza.l0
.

SENATOR NEDZA:ll
.

' 

jWel1,...I...I have the digest in front of me also, Senator,
12. !

. I
and I for the life of me can't find it. ll3

. 1
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) 1l4

. 
'.

Senator Sangmeister.
l5.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
16.

Well, that's what it is.
17.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)18
.

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Rock.
l9.

SENATOR ROCK:
20.

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
21.

Senate. I too have requested that Senator Sangmeister hold this
22. ,

piece of legisldtion because truly, Ladies and Gentlemen, this
23.

is not a solution. Thks is a proposal around which thew..dem-
24.

agogues rally. I would suggest to the Chair that House Amend-
2 5 .

' nent No . 1 nakes this bill preemptive and I would ask the Chair
1 2 6 .
' to make a ruling on that, . . .if , in f act., this is called for a

2 7 .
' vote . But I would f urther say. . .and I have just received a '

2 : .
press release f rom the Governor 1 s Of f ice in which he says and

2 9 .
; I quote , '' the m te in the House last night indicates to me that

3 0 .
at this time the House is nok. willing t6 consider a bill to dis-

31 .
connect the CTA .f rom the RTA ïnd the votes in the Senate last

12 . . .' 
n.i ht indicate t:o me that khe Senate is not willing to take a1 g

' 3 3 .
!
l .
1
;

'

i .
i
'f - .
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f om the state Road 31. hundred and sixty million dollars a year r
- *

l I2. Fundy'' which by the way is totally inaccurate, ''and give it '

j
3. to the existing RTA structureol' But the Governor goes on and @

. Iï4. says, ''I believe that somewhere between these tvo posiàions

5 may lie a basis for an acceptable compromise which will answer

6 Yhe transportation needs Of the people Of the State of Illinois i* !

7 and pass the General Assembly prior...before July l.'f The

Governor goes on to say, ''thak since last night I have twice8.

conferred with the Senate President and after a Republican9
.

Leadership breakfast meeting this morning in the mansioo we ' Il0
.

have decided to pursue the question of a funding compromiserll
.' j

as was suggested last in the Senate debate.'' This will bel2
. l

done this morning and I can..oreliably report to this Body Il3
. tr

thak J spoke with the Governor not less than khirty minutes14
.

. ).ago, and I have spoken with the Speake/ and I have spoken with15
.

Representative Madigan, and I talked with the Governor at sevenl6
.

oeclock this morning and I met with Senator Weaver for better .l7.
than a half an hour. And the Governor goes on to say, ''that

l8.
I believe it's essential to our people that this issue be

l9.
solved now and I will work with the General Assembly to achieve20

.

an agreement whicW onp guarantees the viability of a mass transit21
.

system, twor answers the highway road and bridge needs of al1
22.

the people of the State and, three, imposes the minimum tax
23.

burden necessapy on our people andr four, can pass the General
24. ,

Assembly before July 1.'' I plead with you not to concur in
25.

these House Amendments to khis Senate Bill at this time. There
26.

is no reason why this bill canlt just remain on the Calendar27
.

until we can come up with a solution. And I truly believe that
28.

. . .a solution is totally possible. I have spoken with al1 the
29.

principals late last nighte early this morning and I am con-
30.

tinuâng to negotiate with khem. This is not a solution because
31.

it does nothing except answer some of the demaqoques in the
3 2 . - r. . . - - .

' House who said, well, let's raise the dares two hundred percent
. 33. .
:

) .
1
I
@ l
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l2.

l3.

14.

l5.

16.

l7.

l8.

l9.

20.

2l.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

3l.

32.

33.

or whatever it takes and give the city the CTA and set up our

own authority. Well, the fact is that a..mcomponent part of

the total package that we are negotiatipg does, in fact, set

up a suburban transit authority and does, in fact, give the

City of Chicago control of the Chicago Transit Authority, at

least insofar as the appointment ùf the board and does, in fact,

abolish the RTA. These are truly component parts of an overall

agreement, but to go off half-cocked and willy-nilly address

these kinds of things ai this time...l, again, ask Senator

Sangmeister to please hold this, but if he pursues it, I would

suggest a No or a Present vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Further...senator Rock, 1111 rule on your...

question about preemption prior to the vote. Further discussion?

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Well, f'hank you. I think. ..tx  many co= ents would be something of

an anticlimax after we have just heard from on high, but I would
like to...suggest to Senator Sangmeister, to Senator Totten, and

to some of the others that this, in fact, is not a solution to

any of the three problems that have to be solved in the 'trans-

portation...arena. One is that there must be a State subàidy

of some kind, . degree and source for mass transit in the six

county area or at least in the metropolitan...area. Secondlyg

there has got to be a long-range solution to transportation

needsz both roads and nass transit. We are foolish if we do

not...look more than one year aheadr which was one of the many

faults of the 1979 agreement. And finally...and Senator Totten,

I particularly direct this to you, there are those of us in...

in Chicago who do not want to be set free and allowed to be

controlled by the CTA, the Chicago City Council and the Mayor

of Chicago. God protect us from that. We want an outside

source of control on the costs of running mass transportation
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1. in the City of Chicago, if not the entire metropolitan area. '
. i l

l2
. This bill does none of the three things that have got to be '. 1

. ;). done if we are to have faced up to our responsibility. So, '

4. please do not put us in the ppsition where we not onlk Dust ,l
have to fund the system ourselves, but must be left to the lt l5.

. j '
6. devices of those who have been running it for the 1M t few years. 11

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) )7.
l

Further discussion? Senator Taylor.8.

SENATOR TAYLOR:9
. 1,

lc. Mr. President, I move that we adjourn till twelve oîclock j
tomorrow. lll

. . I
IPRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) :l2

. :E

'

The motion is to adjourn. A11 in favor say Aye. Opposed 8l3
.

. :

'

Nay. The Nays have it. Senator Sapgmeister may close. Senatorl4
.

Sangmeister. 'l5
.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:l6
.

Well, thank you, very much. I...you have not made your :l7
.

ruling yet, Mr. Chairman, and I presume that...18
.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)l9
.

Oh, I'm sorry. Well,... j
20.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:2l
.

w . .alright. Letls...but I'd like...alright. Let's have22
.

the ruling.
23.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)24
.

Alright. Senator Rock has questioned whether or not House
25.

Amendnent Na. l to Senate Bill l25 is preemptive. It is the
26.

<uling of the Chair that House Amendment No. l to Senate Bill
27.

225 is preemptive of the powers and functions of home rule units
28.

as described in Paragraph G of Article VII, Section 6 of the
29.

Illinois Constitution. The new agency created by House Amend-
30. !

ment No. 2 to Senate Bill 125, namely khe proposed Suburban-
3l.

. Urban Transportation Authority, has preemptive authority over
32. .

home rule units in certain speciiied areas. Therefore, the ruling
33.

, t' ' ' . ) .c'. . 
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t. of the Chair is that concurrence in House Amendment No. l to ! 1
! I

2. Senate Bill l25 will require approval by vote of three-fifths l
;

' 

i

) of the members elected to the Senate. I would point, Senator j
l

4 Sangmeistery.w.in specific tg lines 337 and following of Amend- ; :
* i 11
5 ment No. l in whichathat it states the authority shall have s* l

l
6 exclusive right of usage of a11 roads whether or not controlled

by any city jurisdiction..ouse of roads and streets relation-7.
ship. And it states that they shall have the exclusive use of:

. l
1roads contained within a home rule unit

. On lines 474, eminent9
. (

Idomain, then can, in fact, take public property owned by al0
. 1

jg

'

'

'

municipalitv and as to lines 1173 and...and following indicates
11. - - !

. !
that no home rule unit may apply for Federal funding without '

l2.
the explicit permission of the authority. And for that reason '

l3.
it is preemptive, Senator Sangmeister. Senator Sangmeister on

14.
the ruling. Weêll let you close later on.

l5.
SENATOR SANNMEISTER: '

l6.
Well, Mr. President, those are the same arguments that

l7.
were presented over in the House on these amendments and I

l8.
would say to you that the Presiding Officer over there ruled

19.
exactly the opposite you have ruled. Now, I dontt think we

2D.
oyght to be qetting into a position where wefre having rulings

2l.
one way on amendments in one House and the exact same

22.
objections being raised and exactly opposite ruling in...in

23.
the other Body. Now, this has been ruled on once and...I,

24.
franklyz donlt know what the precedent is for overruling each

25.
othergs Bodiesz but this has been ruled on once and I think we

26.
ought to stay consistent with the ruling in the House that it

27. .
did not...was not preemptive and did not take the extraordinary

28.
majority.

29.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

30.
Alright. I would just point out...that when this legis-3 1 ' ' '

1 lation originally passed the RTA Administration, it was ruled
32.

. in both Houses that it was preemptive, and as you are well aware,
' 33. l

t
l
1
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l1
. much of what is in Amendment No. 1 is a direct takeout of )

. l
2. that authority with a change of the suburban words being placed i;

'

' j3
. in, Senator Sangmeister. Senator Sangmeister. ,.

I
4. SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

5. That does not get to the question of what you do when one

HOuSe haS already rùled one way. What's the prerogative for C6
.

7 Ehis Body to rule opposite to what the Speaker of the House

g has ruled?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)9
. l

. l
Yes, well you may recall on the Class X..wlegislation, !l0

. .

Senator, that there were two different rulings. We have oftenll
. y

long may it be loperated as independent Bodies from the House,
12. )

that wayy and we.o.we have the authority to rule on the matter 'ql3
.

and the House has ruled differently on several matters. Senator14
.

Sangmeister.l5
.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:l6
.

I have never taken an appeal of the ruling of the Chair17
.

and Iem not going to take one now, but again it's only anl8
.

effort, obviouslyz to defeat what we possibly could havel9
.

gotten. We might have gotten thirty votes. I doubt if we'll2
0.

ever get thirty-six. But anyway my closing remark's were
21.

probably most aptly stated by Senator Pate Philip. My leader22
.

has now called me a premier demagogue. Senator Rock, I would23
. .

have liked to have held this tooz but, you know, a11 we read24
.

in media is your meeting with Mayor Byrne and.oewith Governor
25.

Thompson and With the Leiislative leaders and you cone out of26
.

one conference and nothing is resolved and you meet again and
27.

nothing is..presolved, now a11 of a sudden wedre down here
29.

with about three or four days left to go and all of a sudden
29.

something is going to be resolved. What has this legislation
30.

hurt? Senator Philip is right. If we put this on the Governor's
3l.

. Desk, what harm is there? If he wants to change it around and
32. , . .

put additional funding into this bill, this is exactly what he
; 33. '
;
1 .
p
l
! .
! jj

'

'' 
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'
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iit
* can do and send it back here and then we can make a decision )

. r
2. whether we think his decision was right or not. Isn't it time $

i
. I3

. that the Governor be put into position, that he take a firm j

4. position as to exactly what he wants to happen? A11 of a j
I

5. sudden we hear again the one cent sales tax is going to fly.

6. How many times have we heard that the gross receipts tax was
' 

d the.wpliquor tax is going to make it and 17. going to make it an
g. now the one cent sales tax is going to make it and nothing ever

: makes it. And here we sit now in the last hours with the...an

1: excellent opportunity to put this on the Governor's Desk with

zz no harm to himy no harm to anyone. If this is not the vehicle,

he can pasily say so. If it is, 1et him put it in shape if itl2
.

. pi
sn't right. Frankly, it is a good bill in the form itls in, ll3

. t

far as I'm Concerned and we ought ko concur.- I want to '14 ZS l
:ask for a favorable vote.l5

.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)l6.
Senator Sangmeister has moved that the Senate concur with17

.

House Amendments 1, 2 and 8 to Senate Bill 125. On that question,18
.

the Secretary will call the roll. Yeah. And the secretaryl9
.

indicates if you would please answero..it would...it would20
.

help. Mr. Secretary, call the roll please.2l
.

SECRETARY:22
.

Becker, Berman, Berning, Blocm, Bowers, Bruce, Buzbee,23
.

Carroll, Chew, Coffey, Collinsr DlArco, Davidsonz Dawson,24
.

DeAngelis, Degnan, Demuzio, Donnewald, Egan, Etheredge, Friedland,25
. ,

Geo-Karis, Gitz, Grotberg, Hall, Johns, Jereniah Joyce, Jerome26
.

Joyce, Kbats, Kent, Lemke, Mahar, Maitland, Marovitz, McLendone27
.

McMillan, Nash, Nedza, Negar Netschz Newhouse, Nimrod, Ozin/a,28
.

Philip, Rhoadsy Rupp, Sangmeister, Savickasg Schaffer, Shapiro,29
.

Simms, Sommer, Taylor, Thomas, Tottenz Vadalabene, Walsh:30
.

Weaver, Mr. President.3l
.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)32
. ,

' Senator Nimrod. Senator Nimrod votes Aye. Senator Lemke
33.

j . . , . . . . .,. . . 1. ' ' . 2 i ' qI 
. . è q:'..jL. 1$) jà' . . . . :; - ' tjqrt .F- :: .. ftl.ït J .I . '. .. 7.jk ; :L - . krlk .g . ;; y . . .! I )yy . .. . .y :.qj.. . ,
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W
t. votes present. senator Bruce votes Present. Further voting?

2. On the motion to concur, there are 32 Yeas, 25 Naysz 8 Voting

3. Present. For what purpose does senator Sangmeister arise? '

4. SENATOR SANGMEISTER: i

5. Well, as I suspected, we had enough to pass it with the ! I
l

6. Proper rulinge but under those circumstances...let's put it :

on Postponed Consideration. You knowz itfs something else '7
.

' j
laying around, someday we'll get around to solving transpor- 18

. l
Itation

.9. !
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) 'l0

. ,

The sponsor asks that further consideration of thell
. .

motion be postponed. It will be placed on the Postponed...12
.

i
Order of Postponed Consideration. Alright. We now have ourl3

.

printer back. We are going to take a test run on it. And,l4
.

again, if you will vote and vote early and then not.ooswitchl5
.

your vote, it will help the printer. The voting is open.16
.

This is just a test vote. It has nothingo..webre not passing 1l7
.

anything. It's to purge the machine of any House votes that18
.

might have been contained in it. Have all voted who wish?19
. . 

'

Take the record. For what purpose does Senator Hall arise?20
. .

SENATOR HALL:2l
.

While we got a lullr I just want to ask...personal i22
.

privilege. Did we get khe right machine back?2
3.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)24
.

Yes, we did.
25.

SENATOR HALL:26
.

II saw some traveling back and forth and I understand they
27.

tried to make a switch on us.
28.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)29
.

They weren't successful.
30.

. ' 1SENATOR HALL:
3l.

. okay.
32. -

2
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)1 44

j

' 

'

j '
) .
I
!
I
1
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1. We have our machine back as of right now. I am informed '

2. by the Secretary and the technicians that our printer is back I

3. on line and we verified the roll call and it...it is exactly

4. what we want. For what purpose does Senator Sangmeister arise?

5. For what purpose does Senator Donnewald arise?

6. SENATOR DONNEWALD:

7 I'd like to have leave to go to the Order of.aosenate

Bills 3rd. ' '8
.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)9.

Is there leave to go to the Order of Senate Bills 3rdl0
.

reading? Leave is granted. Senate Bills 3rd reading. Senate1l
. .

Bill 49. Senator Rhoads, do you wish to call that? Read thel2
. .

bill Mr. Secreta'ry, please. .l3
. 

'

SECRETARY:l4
.

Senate Bill 49.l5
.

(Secretary reads title of bill)l6
.

3rd reading of the bill.17
. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)l8
.

Senator Rhoads. ,
l9.

SENATOR RHOADS:
20. '

' 
Thank your Mr. President and members of the Senate. Senate2l

.

Bill 49 is a bill to reapportion the State of Illinois into
22.

fifty-nine legislative districts. As you a11 know, the process
23.

of reapportionment in any decennial year is an extremely
24.

complicated one, fought with controversy. And in a year in
25.

which the Illinois House of Representatives is being reduced
26.

by fifty-nine seats, it becomes...an almost...insurmountable
27.

' 
task but Ifm not ready to throw in the tcwel yet. We have#'

28. .
been working on it steadily for six montM ...for a 1ot of reasons.

29.
l When Senator Shapiro first asked me to undertake this tash I

30. .

! 'knew from the outset that it would probably be a fool's errand
,i az

j * .
1 but I thought I had an obligation as minority spokesman on the
' 32. ,
' Elections and Reapportionment Committee to try, and more than
j 33. 1J
;
j '
l
l
!
1
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' j

t. that, that the General Assembly had an cbligation to make a 'j
l

2. good faith effort to deal with this issue prior to June 30th. y
l '

3 Now, it is true that the Constitution of 1970 provides a i. (
t

4* badk-up mechanism to deal' with the subject of reapportionment. lii

5. That back-vp mechanism is, of course, a reapportionment com-

ission consisting of eight momhers to be appointed by the6. m

7. Legislative Leaders and...a tie-breaker provision. I hope

g that this General Assembly will not..vwill not abdicate its

responsibility to such a commission and will make a good9
.

faith effort in the next few days to pass a map. I under-l0
.

stand, as well as anyone in this Chamber, that there are soll.

many controversial issues on our Calendar, RTA and a1l thel2
.

' trest, but this is an issue that only cones along once every '!l3
. !

ten years and we have an obligation to deal with it. Secondly, 'l4
. i

in 1971 I served as a Legislative Aid to former Governorl5
.

Stratton and former Senator Taro Clark on the Legislativel6
.

Reapportionment Commission. That is the only previousl7
.

experience we have had with such a commission in Illinois.l8
.

Very frankly, if you abdicate your responsibility and if youl9
.

place this map in the hands of a commission rather than in the20
.

hands of the General Assembly, what you have, in affect, done2l
.

is place the decision making process in the hands of the few22
.

; rather than the many. That commission in 1971 left a great deal23
.

to be desired in terms of its openness, it's responsiveness24
.

to the public will. We have at least made an attempt in both25
.

Houses of the General Assembly...in Ehe House Ehey have had26
.

public hearings on this issue and Senakor Lemke and Iz here,
27.

informally have talked to a great many interested groups in' 28.
trying to put together...reapportionment packages. The map29

.

contained in Senate Bill 49 is the map that I announced to...30.
publicly on June the 10th. Iïm going to have to explain it

3l.1
! at..oat a little bit of length because it is a complicated bill,

32.t
1 and those of us who deal with reapportionment assume that
4 33. ,

l .
1

! . .
i .'
j
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X' )
1. everyone understands the process, when perhaps Ehey donît. To l

i
. I2

. begin with the census of 2980, which was received by the State (
l

3. of Illinois on April the 1st, this is the census report that l
! .

4. we received for the Stâte. The State of Illinois gained in

5. population and is now at eleven million four hundred and eighteen 1

6. thousand four sixty-one, a gain of 2.8 percent for the entire I

7. State. Hcweverz one of the largest...the largest city in the

g State, the City of Chicago, lost population from three million

three hundred and sixty-nine thousand thbee fifty-seven in9.

1970 to three million five khousand and sixty-one in 1980,l0.

a loss of 10.8 percent. That shift in population is not thell.

fault of the Republican Party or the fault of this sponsor. j12.
' )It is simply a fact of the census.that we a11 have to face. !13

. ,

Senate Bill 49 contains seventeen districts which could be l
l4. ;

classified as being dominated by the City of Chicago. Under 'l5
.

the 1971 plan, there were Ewenty such districts. The questionl6
.

has been asked to me, is that a fair apportionment for the17
.

City of Chicago? Let me look at it two ways. Firsty if you18
.

took the population of the City of Chicago within the corporatel9
.

limits of the City of Chicago, the city would only be entitled20
.

to fifteen and a half Senatorial districts. If you took the '2l
.

1971 plan, starting with Senator Berman's district on the north,22
.

at the lake front, going around the entire city suburban peri-23
.

meter. to Senator Dawson's district on the south, the census24
.

tracks contained within that.o.within those twenty districts2$.
now, inclûding the suburban Eerritory that was taken by the26

.

city districts in 1971, including that territorye still only
27.

comes to seventeen and four-tenths of a Senatorial..mof Senatoripl28
.

districts. A Senatcrial district ideal is a hundred and ninety-2
9.

three thousand five thirty-three. so, if somebody wants to30.
' make a representation that Senate Bill 49, or this sponson or the
, 3 l .
1 Republican Partw or whoever have tried to injure the City of32 

. 7
i hicago , they would have to say, . in f airness , that yes , we didC

3 3 .

!
!
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te attempt to return about four-tenths of one district of suburban

2. territory to some of the suburban area. And I think there were

3. good reasons for doing that. We made a very conscientious

4. effort to maintain the integrity of subordinate political

5. subdivisions where possible. I say where possiblo because

6. isn't always possible. There's been a great deal of debate

7. about how much of a variation a district may have from the

8. ideal and still be upheld as constitutional by the State and

9. Federal Courts. The honest answer is that no one knows. WeQve

l0. had case law in other states Ehat have been considerably more

ll. than our 1971 plan, which was one half of one percent. This

lz. plaH, Senate Bill 49, provides a maximum deviation of

13 percent above and l.4 percent below an ideal population of one

14 ninety-three five thirty-three. Another bill that will be con-

:5 sidered later today, proposed by Senator Lemker has, I believe,

16 a three percent population variance in Let me try to

address some of the other technical provisions of the bill andl7
.

then get to the politics that youbre al1 interested in. The18
.

bill has been drawn by census tracks and other political sub-l9
.

divisions, a hybrid of the two descriptions. The debate in20
.

the House over the Congressional bill..oRepresentative Breslin2l
.

raised the question, well, this wasn't done in 1971. Well, I22
.

was there and it was done in 1971. The Reapportionment Commission23
.

' 24 adopted a map, drafted by census trackw in order to prove to the

courts that the map had the population that...that we said it; 25. .

did. The Reapportionment Commission then certified that map26
.

to secretary of State John Lewis, who had the responsibility27
.

1 for convrrting that description into a meets and bounds real28
.

estate type description of the kind that youdre all familiar29
.

with. This bill is done in the same manner. It provides that30
.

the State Board of Elections shall within sixty days have the3l
. .

: '
responsibility to convert the census track description into a32

. .

f ts and bounds description
. The bill further provides thatt mee33

.

ii
. 'r . . ' 1 . ( T . : r .7' . . 7 ' . ) . -
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t
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! t. the boundaries shall be static, as of April the 1st, 1980, t

2. the date of the census, so that we do not repeat the mistakes !
i
)i 3. of ten years ago which 1ed to several court cases in the last '

I ' j
4. couple of years, so that if a municipality decides to annex

5. territory or change its boundaries, it will not affect the

6. Legislative districts, as apparently in Peoria they thoughk

7. it did. Wefve made very...other conscientious efforts to

g. provide that the State Board of Elections shall help local

: election jurisdicticns in determining what the exact bcundaries
lc. are. Now, so that thre uould be no mystery to anyone in this

zl Chamher, I have tried to invite every single m-mher of the

a Chnmher at one time or another tö see the. . .the larger mapsl 
.

. I
have, which have clearero..street meets and bounds l13 that We do

id
escriptions on them. That is the best representation that I Il4.

k

can give you from what the census track maps show to me. Withl5.

regard to legislative intent, I think a few things ought to bel6.

made in the record. Downstate Illinois would gain a newl7
.

legislative district under this proposal, the panhandle ofl8
.

Cook County would gain a new district and Dupage County wouldl9
.

' 

ain a new...a new district. There was.o.it is important to20
. %

point out that outside of the City of Chicago where it simply2l
.

; j 'wash t possible, no two incumhent senators in this Chamber22
.

' oa currently are thrown into the same district. Outside of the

City of Chicago...l#ll repeat that Senator Nedza...outside of24
.

5 the City of Chicago where it was not possible, no two incnmhent2 
.

legislators are thrown together in the same diskrict. That26
.

probably shouldn't be important as a matter of public policy,27
.

but I think everyo..every member of the Chamber knows that as
. 28.

a matter èf common sense, in order to try to get a bill passed,29
.

f it is an imporkant factor. Pecple have asked me, why is my30
.

township split: why is my county split: why is my hometown split.3l
.

, My...my favorite constituent lives in...in this block over32
. .. .

here or myv..relatives live over there and theylve always been: 33
.

) ' .

! I)

' 

;



1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

l0.

ll.

l2.

l3.

l4.

l5.

l6.

17.

18.

l9.

20.

2l.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

3l.

32.

33.

Page 47 - June 27, 1981

good suppcrters. The only answer...that I can give you is

that in an effort to make the population figures work, you

do have to do it by census tracks. The census tracks do not

conforn.p.do not conform to any other pclitical subdivision,

nor are census tracks anywhere near equal in population.

Census Track A in the City of Chicago might have as few as a

hundred people in it and a neighboring census track might have

six thousand people in it. So, that obviously territory does

not equate to population and that very minor changes in the

Cook County and Chicago area bring about very major changes

in downstate Illinois. That's the tpchnical side of this

bill. The political side of this bill and what I think might

be a matter of public pclicy is that minority representation

under this map is guaranteed. The City of Chicago is now

represented by five black Senators, it would be under the new

map. In addition, we would for the first time create a district

in which people of Hispanic origins would have a majority in

one Senatorial district so that a Hispanic Senator could be

elected to the Illinois State Senate. Welve made every effort

to talk to a11 parties concerned. It is a good faith attempt.

Any Vote on this bill today will not be and could not be final

action on the bilk for the very reason that the House districts
are hot described, nor are they described in senator Lemke's

bill. This is shell language primarily. We would have to send

it over to the House, have khem insert the House districts like

in any other bill, it would have to come back over here on con-

currence for final action. I have the population figures in

front of me, including a #aciàl. breakdown and any other infor-

mation that people might want. If1l be happy to answer any

questions that any member of the Senate might have. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Lemke.

END OF REEL
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' )1. SENATOR LEMKE: t
l

2. Senator Rhoads, Ifd like to ask some questions in regards to '
. J

!
). this bill. I have analyzed it, and I see some problems with it, (

4. and I see...I want.m.l'd like to have these problems resolved. i;
. l

l .5 Approximatelv how manv precincts downstate and in Cook County 1
* - - - ''* - - t i
6 would be...would your bill split up? r* 1

I
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) 17

. . ll
senator Rhoads. !8

. )
I I

SENATOR RHOADS: !9
. if .

, 
Senator Lemkep. I don't know the exact énswer. There would t

l0. '1
be numerous precincts split up: just as they were in 1971. The1l

.

precinct boundaries are drawn to conform to the legislative
12.

districts, ànd not the .other way around. This has been true
l3.

in 1966, and in 1971, and of course, will be true this time as
l4.

well. Because they#ve conformed to census track lines/ and block
l5.

lines.
l6.

PRESIDING OFFICERI (SENATOR BRUCE) '
17.

Senator Lemke.
l8.

SENATOR LEMKE:
t9.

. What additional expenses would be incurred by the Election
20.

' Authorities vote in conducting elections: and redrawing yrecinct
2l.

lines because of the many precinct splits made by your bill?
22.

' What's the financial burden going to be put on the Eaxpayers?
23.

PRESIDING OPEICERZ (SENATOR BRUCE) .
24.

Senator Rhoads. ,
25.

t SENATOR RHOADS :
2 6 . '

Again, Senakor , it ' s impossible to calculate it. We did Ealk
2 7 .

to the State Board of Elections and the Clerk of Cook County . Most
2 8 .

f those answers I gct back seemed to indicate that there would be Io
' 2 9 . J

' no greater cost o at least, . proportionately , then there was in 1971
. i30

.

when we went through the same process. I
' 3l. I
5 PRESIDING OFEICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
: 32 .@ ' .J . '

:
. senator Lemke. 1

33.

? 
' Xi QQj, ''

i / ' )1 
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l
1. SENATOR LEMKE: 1

i
den and create such ?2 

. Why did you choose to impose such a bur ,. . t
l) confusion as exampled by the election of Senator Mahar when he was. . i

i*h split precincks, where he only won by four l4 a Representative w
5 votes, and they didn't know nothing about the split precincts being

in that district? Why should we create this confusion with split6
.

prècincts? Wouldn't it confuse the electorate?7
.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)8
.

' Senakor' Rhoads.
9. I

l0.
Senator, we now have, in my district, for example, a split

ll. .
precinct under the 1971 plan. I say, againeit ïa fr responsïbïlïty

12.
of the county clerks, the boards of elëction commissioners to

l3.
conform to this map, and not the other way around. Precincts

l4. )
. i Iarœ une n'nn'se ative unions...units for the convenience of conducting '

15. .
electicns, but they are...should not dictate the public policy '

l6.
of this Chamber.

l7.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATO; BRUCE) !

l8.
Senator Lemke.

l9.
SENATOR LEMEE:

20.
senator Rhoads, in looking at the municipalaoogplits, especially j

21. I
in proviso townships.. Four map splits priviso townships by one-third.

22. .
Five municipalities are split, Bellwood, Berkeley, LaGrange Parky

23.
t Maywood, and North Riverside. Is it your intent by spliEting

24.
Maywood and Bellwood to dilute the..othe black and Ehe Hispanic

25.
vote in the suburbs?

26.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) '

27. '
. senator Rhoads.

28.
SENATOR RHOADS:

29.
No, Senator Lemke, and r...I think...l thânk you know khat

30.J .

@ it is not mv intent. If youdll let me finish answering the question
3l. - '!.

: 1'11 be happy to answer it. Now, I don't see how any reasonable
. 32. ; .
ï person could even ask such a question. When this plan provides for
: 33.

f
i
1
1! . !
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l

t. the minority representation that it does provide for, it is no 1
' j

2. moreoo.those communities that you mentioned are no more gacred ?
. !

!
). in terms of being split as munieipalites than is any other mun- i

ke l4. . icipality in the State of Illinois. And your map, Senator Lem , l
5. splits many municipalities. l

l
6. PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) t

1
7. Senator Lemke. j

l
g SENATOR LEMKE:

' LeEls be specificw how nany splïts are Maywood? How many
9.

districts is Maywood split into?
l0. I

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) I
ll. . ISenator Rhoads.l2. !

$
SENATOR RHOADS: 1

13. ,
I believe it's three districts, Senator Lemke.

l4. i
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

l5.
Senakor Lemke.

l6.
SENATOR LEMKE:

17.
And.w.and how many districts is Bellwaod split into?

l8.
PRESIDTNG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

l9.
Senator Rhoads.

20.
SENATOR RHOADS:'2 l .

I have a1l 6f the iown of Bellwocd, both in the current
22.

map and in the my proposal, it's my understanding.
23.

PRESIDING OEFICERZ (SENATOR BRUCE)
24.

Senator Lemke.
25.

' SENATOR LEMKE:
26.

Itls ny understanding Bellwood's split between the 5th and the
27.

6th Districts in your map. How about Berkeley? How many...
28. '

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
29.

senator Rhoads.
30.

SENATOR LEMKE:
3l.l

i How many districts is that split into?
32.

I PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
33.

, . t ;. . ' j
' 

' Jj; . Lc' J '. ir .(i . 'j j,: . + . . ..' ). , j'lj. . ,j1. ..j tt . 1.; .:'-:L.j .' . z.v .i. . s .: . ..r. .. , . . ï . ,î)L.
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l

1 Senator Rhoads. !
* j

z. ssxaœoa asoaos: . i
l

. t3. Wellr Berkeley might be split into two districts, Senator, it a r

4 ...1 don't know what your point there isy that's a white community. :

5. PRESIDINQ OFFICER: (SEXATOR BRUCE) I

6 Senakor Lemke.

7 SENATOR LEMKE:
*

' lking about diluting...diluting the vote of certain .g J n ta#
municipalities. Isn't it true that Berkeley is split between the9. I

yc 5th and the 6thz and also District 30 to extend it into Dupage
ICounty, and dilute *heir vote.. khich is a community in Cook

ll.
County? Why should Berkeley have their vote split and be in I

l2. 11
Dupage County, with Dupage County ? jl3

. ;J
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) El4. '

Senator Rhoads. J
l5.

SENATOR RHOADS:l6
. J

Senator, I khink I've answered that question as best I car.. '

17. /It is not possible to not split municipalities. 7he City of Chicago
18.

is split into seventeen districts. If..yif your orposed to putting
l9. - -

municipalities into different districts, welll be happy to put '
20.

a11 of Chïcago into one district. But it'simply wouldn't work
21.

on khe one man one vote principlez now would it?
22.

PRESIDING OFEICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) J
23. . j

Senator Lemke.
24.

' SENATOR LEMKE:
2$.

That's true, but under the Federal guidelines, we should
. 26.
' '

' nake.oelittle towns be consolidated together in one distriet
( 27.
: so they can have political.o.strength, and thatfs under cerkain

29.
1 cases that were decided, like Mahan versus Howe in..oby the Supreme

29.
:f Court, that we...you can even have a variance up to sixteen per-
' 39. ' .j ' cent pcpulation, as long as that town is put together and repre-
J 3z.
1i sented. The other thing, ho< many districts is North Riverside
i 32.
f intop
i a3! 

v
?
f

i'!
I
1
; .' j.
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t. PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) 1,
' )

' 2 Sehator Rhoads. !

sswaToR Rsowss: , l. 3. :
' j i
4 kell, If11 be happy to answer that question, but Iid like j E
* j i

l5 to answer the first one, first. Your reading of Mahan v. Howe
' 

t6 is a liktle bit different than mine. ''In that particular case, the !
* . j

State had to show a compelling State. interest as to why polikical l
. 7. .

sub-divisions were notp..were viblated. And it was' a very unusual l8
.

lcase, you can't just read the..athe final dècision, you have to9
. I

back and read a11 the arguments that lead up to it. In the 1%0 
,l0. l

case of...if youfre arguing that the State of Illinois can get l1l
. i

!
away with a higher variance than l.5 percent, I dan't know that :

12. )
youlre wrong, but I disagree with you, and ' think a judge would 'l3

.

disagree with you. Now, with respect to what town was itr North
l4.

Riverside? What's your question about North Riverside?
15.

PRESIDING OEFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)l6.
Senator Lemke. I

17. E
' jS ENATOR T .'R' MKE : '18 . i

E
How many diktricts is that split into? E

l9. EE
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) CE

2û. i
May...wàit a minute, Gehtlemen. May we have some order. E' j21

. E
Senator Rhoads. i

22. E
SENATOR RHOADS: :

. i. 23. E
It may be split bet-een Senator Walsh and Senator Becker's !

24. E' 
jdistricts

, I'm not cb<tain. Again, it's by census track. And i
25. !

the corporate limits donRtz as I've tzied to explain three times :
26. j

. now, the corporate Limits don't conform to the census track ' !
27. E

. . !boundaries
. :

28.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

29. 1
Senator Zemke. i

30. E
SENATOR LEMKE; El 

. q3l.
' h ther.w.the other problem we have is, when we talk about E: T e o i

32. !
! w.-authenticity in the.v.in the City of Chicago, we get into E

AQ

: .
'J

J
t'
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!
1î. Senator Carroll's and Senator Berman's district and you put the

. l
. . ' !2. Jewish incumhrance in a single districty and diluting the Jewish i

1
' j3. voting strenght, and Jewish representation here in Springfield. l

I4 What is the advantage to doing that?

5. PRZSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

6 Senator Rhoads.

SENATOR RHOADS:7. .

Aso..senator Lemke, as a matter of legislative intent, first
8.

of all, the census track... the census figures,. as reported by
9.

the Commerce Department,do not have a category labled Jewâsh
l0. i

population, so I can't give you what the Jewish population is
1l.

' of a specific district. If vou're aruument is that two incum-
12. * œ * f

bent Senators, the residences of them happen to fall within a
13. l

sângle district under my proposal, as you are well aware, the l
l4. 't

Constitution of the State of Illinois/ the 1970 Constitution :
l5. q

provides that in a transition period, such as we are going
l6.

throughz if any part of vour old district touches any part
17. -

of your new district,byou may run in the new district. Now, if
l8.

there has been a shift of Jewish population to Ehe suburbs, we
l9.

may well see the day, very soon, when there would be a Jewish
20.

Representative or senator elected fron some suburban area. But
2l.

. again, it's not Senator Rhoads fault that the population shifted.
, 22.
$ PRESIDING OFFICERJ (SENATOR BRUCE)
) 23.
3 senator Lemke.

24.
! SENATOR LEMVEZ

25.
Youfe..yogr Zap, I've been requested by Senatorv..how many

' 26. '
. ..how many Republican districts and how many Democratic districts

27.
' does this map drawy and how many swing districts?

28.
'
. PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

29.
: Senator Rhoads.

30. .; .

' SENATOR RHOADS:i 3l.
1 ,J Thata..senator Totten says that s up to the electorate. The
' 32. . .j . '

. ..there is a new district created downstate where Senator Joyce...1 3a
.;

( . '
j '
Ij ' .
l
l .! . i

- . . . .. . 7- jku; -7 ; : T:.7 :7a -7-7y. 7 :r .. . ,
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' j
1. Jerome Joyce now lives, whçre he would have the''option of running 5(

. $
. !2. in either one or the other district. Either one of those districts l

3. I believe, the Senator has ïnformed me, could be a margïnal t)
' 'k

4. district. With respect to Dupage County, common sense tells you 'j

l5. v . .common sense tells you that that would probably be a Republican

6. districtz that the electorates would probably elect a Republican

7 Senator. Themv.ano.ther district would be creatdd in the panhandle

g of Dupage Counky. Now, the one panhandle of Cook County, the one

q does not follow the other, Democratic voters from the City of

yc Chicago are the people who have been moving out to the suburbs, As

lz you well know, in my own township, my Democratic committeemen,

Morgan Findley has created a strong Democratic organization. We
l2.

don't know. j13
. . !

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) !
14. j

Senator Lemke. '
,

l5.
SENATOR LEMKE:16

.

Yet to the southwest side, we get to my district, andv..and
l7.

we look at that district. It's a known fact that between the 12th
18.

Ward the 23rd Ward, essential Stickneyz the Village of Summit,
19.

that the largest Polish, first generation populatïons, live. Ncw,
20.

what is your map do to the Polish vote in that area?
2l.

: PRESTDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
i 22.
: senator Rhoads.

23.
SENATOR RHOADS:24

.

. senator, I'm not..ocould you be more specific in your quesiton,
25.

are you talking about specific comnunity areas or...
26.

P RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRVCE)
27.

1 . 'Senator Lemke.
h 29.
l SENATOR LEMKE:
' 29.
i .i We take my district, which is predominately Polish, which

30.
1 is =ae vp of the 12th Ward, and the 23rd Ward, central Stickeny and

l 3l.1 the village of summit
. And as noted that it is thè largest Polish

12. .
l district

, 
the Pope came to Ehat district and had mass there, and

? a3. I
l . .
j '
i
1

1 -' j
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) i

1. had forty thousand people out. What does your map do as to dilute 11 f
2. the Poliéh vote a

in that area? l
l). PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) !

. I4
. Senator Rhoads. I

5 SENATOR RHOADS: 1
I6 There is no legislative intent, certainly no intent on my j

part, living as I do in Congressman Derwinkkib district to dilute7
. :

any Polish vote. If you look on the northwest side of the city !
8. . i

' jwhere there are also Polish concentrations, there are highly elect- .9
. . !

able Senators and Representatives up there. I assume you would il0. '
'be highly reelectable in youro..in the proposal under Senate Bill '

ll.
49.l2

.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)l3
.

Senatcr Lemke.
l4.

SENATOR LEMEEI
15.

One could be highly eleetable anything as to what you?re
l6.

doingz I#m talking about what if I chose not to run, what about
l7.

a Polish sehator, could he run in that district and win?
: l8.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
l9.:

Senator Rhoads.
' 20.
1 SENATOR RHOADS:

21.
' senator, you are the expert on that area, and you can answer
: 22.
1 11 z can tell you, is that thethe question better than I can

. A
23.!

J census figures do not provïde a Polïsh generaklon category in the
24.

. figures, so I canlt give it to you from the figures that I have
' 25.
:

before me.
26.

PRESIDING OFFiCER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
27. .

Senator Lemke.
28. '

SENATOR LEMKE: '
29. .

Well, it's a known fact: that these areas are divided, you
30.

' don't need census tracks to know that these areas are divided. You
: 31.1 , t:eare experienced enough to know that if a man from Rome whc sI

32. .
2 Pope comqs to an area that's a predominately high Polish area,
i . !3. ;

! '
l1
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1. especially if the Pope is Polish. Now, I want to tell you sonething, l
. I

2. in that àrea, you dilute that stength of that Polish communitjr. You

3. know what I mean, if that's then intent of the Republican party, 11
4. to dilute the Polish voke in the City of Chicago, then 1et khem

5. express it by passing this map. But I want to tellviyou something

bout this map now without the questions, and I'd like to speak )6. a
' 

j7 agaïnst this bill. It's a very simple bill. It silutes the strength

of municipalities, numher one, when you get to the western suburbs )8.
of Maywood and Bellwood. the strive of'the mihorities between

9. .
blâcks and Hispanics to get control, and then the Republican party 1

l0.
who had it for years and did nothing for the people in Maywood,

ll.
now the##qre striving ahead and trying to 'revitalize that area. I

l2. i
They take Maywood, and khey cut it up in three pieces, and dilute '

13. C
their polilical strength in Springfield. Thatls the intent. .

14.
The intent is, when you get to North Riverside there's a strive

l5.
of other people: Democrats from Chicago going into.these suburbs,

l6.
and this is an attempt to dilute these blue collared workers, labcrers,

l7.
and employees fron picking up strength in Springfield to generate

18.
the benefits for the working man in this State. This is to predom-

19.
inately control it by the Repilican party in their last ventures

20.(
of not voting for the minimum wage, but raïsâng bus fare so a

21.
guy when he makes two dollars an hour hàs to pay two dollars one

l 22.
' way and two dollars the other way to get to and from wokk, so he

23.i
' works two hours a day for public transportation. This'is a

24.
l mean attempt to get at the people...the less informant, and they
' 25. .
. try to disguise itzas an attempt to help the ninorities in the

26.
. City o'f Chicago, when it actually doesnît help anybody. You can
: 27.
l . districts,' draw the Hispanic districts, but then look at those

2:.
i and look at the registered votery and look at the.o.at the votes
! 29.; 'Whether tY*  people can become...vote. And you vlll flnd tkat in
1 30. fl
1 Ehose districts, most of those people are not ciEizens, and most
i 31. ,
f x : t.e1 of those people are notm..unable to wcrk. It s a coverup y

32. .;.
l Republican party in tr#ing t: disguise and sell this as a chance I
J 33. )

l .
!
l
f
I
1
I
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j j'1. to give the minôrity more representationz when it actually doesn't jl p
( :

2. give them a damn thing, it takes power away from them. It throws ;
' :

). Senator Chew and Senator Taylor in the same district. Takes two '

4. ihcnmhents, long-term experienced Legislators who represented the i
l

black communities who speaks for them here in Springfieldy and !
5. L

(
6 who knows the ways about, and theyîve been hbre for many years,

7 throws them together so that they have novice to come in here,

so they donft have any influence. That's what itfs an attempt .8
. ;

to do. It's not an attempt to help anybody, except the Republican
9. .

party in the suburbs. And when it comes to registràtion of people
10.

that move out of Cook County into Dupage/ a person calls a tillage '
ll.

hàll and he's ignored, he canàot register, he's denied. He doesnlt12 ' *-*
he's not even informed when the elections are.

l3.
PRESIDING OEFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

l4.
May we have' some order, please.

l5.
SENATOR LEMKE:

l6.
But 1et the people in the State know what's being done, be-

l7.
cause in Dupage County there has been suce%  mrs in local governmee ,

l8.
and tbey have been Democrats that have been put in those positionsz

l9.
maybe they're not...they don't agree with a11 the Democratic prin-

20.
ciples, but they have beat the'organization. And that power is

2l.
building up, so when you draw districts, this 2ap is only a means

22.
to stall for time by the Republican: party so they can help the in-

23.
surance companies, the banks, and big business at the expense of .

24.
the working man in this State. I ask a No vote.

2$. .
PRESIDING OEFICER: (SENATOR BRPCE)

26.
For whàt purpose does Senakor Johns arise?

27.
SENATOR JOHNS:

2*.
Democratic caucus immediately in the President's Chambers.

29.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

30.
Thereïs been a request for a caucus. Senator Weaver.

3l.
!
! SENATOR WEAVER: '
' 32. ., ..

There will be a Republican caucus in Senator Shapirofs Office
33.

; immediately.d ,

J
;

j' . .
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1. PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) i
(2. For what purpose does Senator Rhoads arise? i
1

). SENATOR RHOADS: j
i

4. If I could ask the Senate 'President, 5.7e did have an agreement lt

that this woùld be called at a time certain, can . you tell us l5
.

6 approximately how long the caucus would be, and when you expect to... j
and vi1l we go'immediately back to thls order of business when7.

you return?8.
PRESIDING OEFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)9

.

Senatbr Rock.10
.

SENATOR ROCK:k1
t

I hope no more than about twenty minutes, and the answer
l2. j

is yes. l
l3. (

PRESIDTNG QFFICER: (SENATOR BRéCE) l
l4. J

We will return tb this order of business. The Senate will
l5.

stand in recess until the hour of...senator Rock, perhaps thirty
l6.

minutes? Two o'clock. Senate stahds in recess until the hour of
l7.

two o'clock.
18.

RECESS
l9.

AFTER RECESS
20.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
21.

If I can have the attention of the Senate. The Senate will
22.

stand in recess until the hour of five today. The Senate stands
23.

in recess until 5i00 p.m.
24.

SENATOR WEAVER:
25.

. . .cal1 a Republican cqucus in Doc Shapiro's Office immediately.
26.

Republican caucus. Senator Bowers.
27.

RECEBS-
28.

AFTER RECESS
29.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICXAS)
39.

The Senate wil1 come .:o order. The Châir recognizes Senator
3t.

Rcck.
32.

SENATOR ROCM:
33.

!

i
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1. Thank youz Mr. President, and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
i2 Senate. I move that the Senate stands adjourned uptil tomorrow j
I

3 at two o'clqck. 1
i

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) l4
. I

The Senate stands adjo urned until the hour of two o'clock5.
6 Friday afternoon.* ;

I
7 . - l

l
8. i

I9.
$1ô.
l
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